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To the Chriſtian Reaper. 


After Richard Baxter in bis Second difputation of right 
to Sacraments, begins this; It may ſeem ſtrange thar 
after 163 f. years ule of Chriftian Baptiſm, the Minifters 
of the Golpel fhould be yet unteſol ved, to hom it doth 
belong; yet ſo it is. And 1 obſerve that it ig a queſtion, 
that they are now very follicitous about, and I cannoc 
blame them, it being not onely about a matter of Divine 
ical of ſuch concernment to the Church. The true 
reafon bercof feems to be, th Minifters have for many Azes leſt the 
true Baptilm of beiievers which Chriſt appointed, and like Micha,, inſtead of 
it have {ubjtituted an Image or Idol of their own, to wit, Infant Baptiſm, 
which being quite befides the rule of Cbrift, Matth. 28. 19. Mark 16.15. and 
the Apoftles practice throughout the Ads of the Apoſtles, they bave been at 4 
lofs about the ground of it, and almoft at Daggers drawing about the ufe of it. 
As it bappens to fellow-travellers, when they are all out of the right way, one 
conjecture this way they fhould go, another that, aud ſometime / they are at 

bot difputes and content ions about their way, and many byeways are attempted, 
ye be farther they go the more out of the way, till they come intothe Road 
again: So it bath becn with Bapcizers of Infants they ave fallen into many 
new devices to maintain Infant Baptiſm, the ancients with the Papiſts ima- 
gining that by it Gods grace was given, and that it was neceſſary to {ave the 
child from perifbing, the Lutherans that by Bapt iſm a {eed 7 faith and ſome 
relative grace was given to Infants (10 which Doctor Samuel Ward, Bifbop 
Davenant, Docter Cornelius Burges, Maſter Thomas Bedford, Maſter James 
Cranford, and osbersbaveof late much inclined ) others oppofing theſe haue 
fallen into as bad conceits.of the Covenant of Gofpel grace, as made 10 & belic- 

ver and bis ſced, Baprifmis {ucceffion to Jewith Circnmcifion , and fetching 4 
rule fromebence, as others {rom the Jewith Baptiſm. Mafier Baxter having 
— thefe unfafe to veſt on, firb they will bring the affertors. to the avouching 

ewith tencts ath deviſed another ( as be conceives ) more refined and ſub- 
tile way, making Infants Diftiples of Chriſt mediately by the parents, er pro- 
parents ( a6 bis nem term i) faith ( which be never eee and an im4- 
gined ordinance or law of Infants vifible Church mem ber ſhip (no where (x- 
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tant) unrepealed, anil in following tbeſe by- ways , they bave been at variante 
among them{elves. Tervallian, and Naziangen onely allowing In- 
fant Baptiſ m in cafe of manifeft danger of imminent death, others to take away 
original fin, zing all, weak or firong, believers or unbelicuers children; 
which had almoft quite thruſt Bapt iſm of believers out of the Worll, and un- 


dier colour of Chriftening, ( as they fafly term their Infant Baptiſm) and nu- 


king Chriftian fouls by throwing water on them, they have ſo polluted the 
Churches of God with the dregs of the nations, I mean, innumerable ignorant, 
fcandalous , prophane, fuperftitions baters, {corners , and per{ecutors of 
Chriftianity, that nothing but the mighty power of God is fufficicn: to purge the 
Churches of God of that loathfome and infectious filth , which theſe have brought 


into it. The Papiſts themfelues do in afort eonfe[s that Infant Baptifm is an 


aberration from the firft rule, in that they count it not per fect till their Mimi- 
cal, and ludicrous Sacrament of Confirmation be added, which was uſed with 
ſome reformation in reſpect of the right, and diſclaiming of fom crrours affimed 
to it, and with the appointment of Catechizing by the late Bifbops, and from 
ehem termed Bifhopping , though witheut any remarkable emcndation of the 


intruſion of ignorant, ungodly, unchriflian perfons into the fociety of Chriſti- 


ans and the Lords ſupper. Some of thofe who of late have fought reformion 
herein, begin to devife bow they may remedy th evil, and yet keep the mul- 
titule in their Communion, by refining that which i called Confirmation. 
To this purpofe, lately is publifhed by aner Jonathan Hanmer, An exercita- 
tion or Confirmation, to which Maſter George Hughes, Afaſter Richard 
Baxter, and Maſter Ralph Venning , have prefixed their Epiſtles; concer- 
ning which, bow be. is miftaken in the laying on of bands uſcd by the Ancicnts, 
and the application of Heb. 6. 2. to Confirmation after Infant Baptiſm, a 
perceptible bySect.23.0f the ſecond part of my Review. and fundry paſſages in bis 


own bool, in which many things beſides a, wi heut proof, about difference 
between the Church of Infants and Aduss members, of the effect of Con frma- 


tion, of compleat and incompleat vifible C hurch- members, c. the errors of 
which it is unneceſſar) to refute, there being no proof of them offered, but 
his own and other Divines miftakes, and the main of the defign being to ſet up 
another humane invention, which bath no precept or promiſe of God, be 
may uphold or coleur over an old corruption. It pleafcd God lately to begin to 


bring the truth concerning Bapti(m of believers to light inthis Nation, which 


ſtirred up many to contend for Infant Bapti{m, and as they imagined 


( though the three parts of my Review now publifhed do fuficiently fhew they are 


deceived )made that ſure, they have of late fallen to diſpute whofe Infants are to 
be Baptized. Mr. Thomas Hooker, Mr. Cobbet, Mr. Firmin, and others, plcadixg 
againſt the Baptiſm of thelnfants of the national and parochtalCburch-members, 
and ſome of them reftraining it to Infants of inchurched Church-members, and 


_ thofe who are judged to be real viſihle Saints, haue been oppoſed by Mgfter Ru- 


therford, Maſter Cawdery, Maſter Blake, and others, Maſter Blake to main. 
rain his tenet bath aſſerted that a Dogmatical faith intitles to baptiſm: to oppoſe 
whicl, Mafter Baxter, however in bis Letter to me be pretends the unpleaſantuc {s 


and non-neceffity of meddling any more about the point of Infant Baptiſm, the 
unt of tine and bealth for work of grcatcr moment, that be might decline 


Showing where bis law of Infants vifible Church-memberfhip unrepealed is, and 
thinks 
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ſuiitbh he will give ſome aceount, and in 


thinks 4 man cannot juftifie it 10 lay out the bundreth part, or perbaps the thon - 
ſandib part of bis time, fiudy, talk, or zeal, upon this queſt ion, yet bere be hlam : 
not them shat are ſollicitous about it, being of Divine appointment and pra&i- 
cal, of {uch concernment to the Church, and bath himſelf, befides bis 
be fore ibi laſt ycar, pabliſbed a large Book of di/putations concerning right 0 
Sacraments, the {ccond whereof is againjt Maſter Blake; which though it was 
intended oncly to overthrow bis tenct, get indeed she middle icrms and proofs of 
bis Arguments do beat down bis own tenet of Infant Baptifm, and direct into — 
the right way of reſtoring believers Bin. To demonftrate which, thar thofe 
who have adbercd to Mr, Baxter may {cc bow ill Aſaſter Baxterbath dealt with 
them, and may, tf God give them wiſdom to diſcern the truth, be brought into 
the right way of belicvers Bapt i ſm, i this writing framed, in which thou bat 
prefented to thee, a remarkable injiance of Gods providence, in clearing truth 
by the Pen of its moſt eminent alverſury, and of bis beedle{s writing, net ob- 


ſerving bow bis own Arguments againjt another fight againft himfel{. The ur- 


ging thereof, that way which Logiciansapprove and againſt the per ſon ii 
ever counted 4 good plea te Argue for hi own condemnation our of bisoxn 
mouth,and in this matter is good as tothe thing, it being not oncly afjeried by 
him, but alſo largely proved. Inthe publishing hereof be e is no more. wrong 
donc to him, shen was done by Bifhop Morton in bis Apology, in alledging the 
omaniſts words-in their writings as an Advoca'e for the Proteltants, againft 
themfelves but much right to the truth and Church of God; nothing ic here {et 
down a bis but bis own wordt, what is added be may difcern’d by the different lei- 
or fome other mark, His caution, that he means bis propofitions in she cafe of 
Bapti(m of adult perfons, and ih be bath elfewbere proved Infant Baptifm, 
are without wrong to him left cut, fithhis Arguments do as ftrongly prove there 
fhould be none but Adult Baptif{m, as that none fhould be Baptized upon the pre- 


feſſion af a bare Dagmat ical Faith ; for though his aim be onclyto prove that the 


faith pro ſeſſed which intifles to be justifying, yer bis Arguments 
to prove this prove more, that none but {uch as profe(s {uch faith are tobe Ba- 
sized, and shat this pro feſſion i to be by each Baptized in bis own perfon, and 
no other to be Baptized, Not one Text he brings proves that 4 Parents or Propa- 
rents profeffion doth intitle to Baptiſm; what he bub diſputed elfewbere fer 
Infant Baptiſm is all now an ſwered and publifhed in the three parts of my Ree 
view; no where doth be prove (though that is it he fhould chicfly have proved) 
that in order to Bapti{m 4 Parents or Proparents pro ſeſſiun is by God allowed 
as the Infants own, but fill be ſupp ſeth it, which is the main point to le 


proved, which Logicians knows of all fallacies the groſſeſt, to wit, the bez- 


ging of the queftion. Yet lately Maftcr Baxter bath Printed a book about Con- 
firmation, in which he dict tes many things which be ſrould prove, of Infant 
vifible Church-members and their priviledges, and repeats his oll Arguments 
for Infant Baptiſn, and e i onely his ſorrom for provoking words, 

his preface to his book of Fuftification 
tells the Reader, he {hall yet vindicate his Papers written to me, where be gives 
fome reafon al ſo of Printing my Animadverfions on his Apbori{ms of fuftifica> 
tion, His forrow for bis provoking words is ſome good fizn of Gods touching 


| bis heart, and fo far as belongs to my perfon I heartily forgive him, though 
they have been extreamly injurious to me, to the trath and Church of Got. 
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Animadverfiens, he bab now Primed, be ma 
if God vouch{afe me life, and firength, and leifure ) to the in- 
Jufficiency of bis anfmers. If be give an account and vindicate bis Papers, 1 
exped br dois acberwife then be did in bis Præſeſtinantis Morator, aud 
bis ufual fafbion is; Let him do that which becomes 4 Replicant, {ct down mine 
own words to which be anſwer „ and anſwer them fully and diſtinctly without 
interrog sions c exclamations,proving {uch diſt ind ions, i finitions, affertions, 
expofittons, as I dem. and making good by ſolid proof bis Arguments;which that 


thay 


learned man mentioned inmy prejace to the third part of myReview cuunie i nat 
lite an Argument for Infant Baptifm, and allows me to tell bim, that if be will 


choofe bis beſt Argument be is ready to demanftrate bis cenſure of bis book to have 
it neceſſary that tbis be 9 


TLieen jaſt. Ia the meantime I judge it 
God ſball vouch{afe bim fuch mercy be may underftand bis error from bis 


writing , and the Reader may judge whether the Lord doth not now abundantly 


refute Infant Baptiſm, and require bim to practiſe that command of -Chrift 
being Baptized after. belicving, whith bowever now reproached, was by 
| Chriftians obferved beretofore with much real gpd conſcience of their duty and 
bonor, and is to bim from Chrift and bis Apoſtirs. Remembcr the 
ef Chrift, John 14.15. Ifye love me keep my commandments. Luke 
| Marth. 1 5. 9. In vain woghip me, teaching for doctrines ome - 
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mae: After Baxter of right to Sacraments, difp. 2. pag. 8 
Argum. 2. It muſt not boptixe any bo 
not true repentance , then muff we net 
baptize any Infants; but the untecedent is trum. 
Therefore, & c. The conſeguence of the major, is 
manifest, fitb this propofition on which it de- | 
pends , Infants profe{s not truercpentanct, is | 
>  manifeft by ſenſe. The antecedent is eaſily pro- 
ved fromScripcure, and I know not whether a- 4 
ny Protefian: deny it. I grovre 1. that Repen 
ce, 2. and ſuch asisproper to the effectuallß 
called is neceſſaty to be proſeſſed by all that we may baptixe; I will joyn the a 
proof of both together. Argum.1. If Baptift required the proleſſion 

— tepentance in men before he would baptize them, then ſo muſt we: 


did ſo, therefore the conſequence is clear. 1. Fot. either ohn: bap: 
mand Chriſts were the fame, as moſt of our Divines againſt the Papifisdo 
( though 2 anchy, and ſome few more follow the judgement of the 
Doctors in this) or as Calvin Inflitus. faith, the difference feems to 
but this, that ahn baptized them into rhe Meſſiah to come, and the 
Apoſtles into the name of the M ſſiah already come. 2. Or if the difference 
be greater we may argue 4 fortiori, from the more forcible: if ohn baptiſm 
uired a proſeſſi on of repentance, then much more Chriſts ; for certainly 
ö (Chriftreauired not leſs then Fohn, not did he take the impenitent into his 
Kingdom whom cxcluded. The antecedent I prove. 1. From ark i 34. 
He preached, Barjicua che baptiſm of repen- 
tance unto the remiflion of fins. And doublefs that repentance which is in 
remi fionempecatorun, unto the remiflion of fins, is true ſpecial repentance. . 
One of our Divines, and many of the Papiſts have found another evafion : 
That is, that Fobn did engage them to repent, bur not requiring a proſe ſſion 
of repentance as foregoing baprifm ; but this is againft the whole cu rent of 
— ancient and modern, and 2. againſt the plain ſcope of the Text. 
The words in Matth. 3 6. are ¶ they were baptized of him in Fordan, confcl- 
fing their fins ] This confeſſion was with, yea before their baptifm 3 and 
this confeflion was the proſeſſion of repentance that Foba required. Meldonate 
an the text, having ficit railed at Calvin and flandered him, as turning bap» ; 
tiſm into preaching, (as if he had edfobns baptizigg not of water bap-: 1 
tiſm but preaching, when he onely that both ſhould go together) doth’ - é 
tell the Preteſtants that they cannot prove by this text that conſeſſion went 1 
before baptiſm, becauſe it is named after; but that he might not ſeem utter- 
ly impudent, he conſeſſeth that the thing is true, and that is the ſenſe of the 
text, and this he confeſſeth becauſe he muſt rather be a faithful expofitor, then 
a ſubtile adverfary. And iſ any ſhould fay that it’s only comiſcſſion that? 
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required, which is no certain fign of true repentance, I anſwer: When Sfobn a 


faith ¶ if we confeſs our fins, he is faithfull and juſt to forgive us our fins J 
he rook.that confeſſion to be s ſign of true repentance, and our expoſitors 
and the ancients befor them agree, that it was iuch a confeflion as was con- 
junct with a deteſtation and renouncing of the fin, and it is expounded by 
that of Ads 19. 18. as Grotius noteth, to have a ſpecial deteſtation of the 
fin accompanying it, where to the word is added x} d- 
rls duTar, confefling and ſhewing their deeds. And it 
may luffice that the baptiſm to which this confeflion was required, is the bap- 
tum of repentance. . 

But it is objected that in the 11. verſ. of Matth. 3. It is ſaid by obn [1 
baptize you with water to repentance ] Therefore it is but an engagement 
ol them to it for the future. Ric 

Anſw. Our Expofitors have fully thewed that this Ggnifieth no more, but 

{ I baptize you upon your prefent profeflion of repentance, to newnels of life] 
for chat this profeflign did go before is proved already, & then the reſt can be no 
more, than the continuance ofetepentancesamd exercile of it in newneſs of 
lite, which they ate engaged to for the future t Onely if any falfly proſeſs it at 
preſent bis owa-confeflion is an engagement to it as a duty. Grotins faith, 
that [ ets poreft non incommade cx boc mode, baptizo vos 
‘fuper profeffione panitcntia quam facit, unto repentance may Comifiedi- 
oufly be thus expounded ; I baptize you upon proſeſſion of repentance, which 
ye make. The plain meaning is in a word ¶ I do by baptiſm initiate you into 
the ſtate of repentance, or of penitents ] but Chriſt ſhall give the Holy 


Ghoſt (as it was poured forth ) And fo (as — {peaks in Matth. * 


againſt Salmcron) we maintain Fohnt baptiſm to be effectual, being 
baptilm of repentance to temiſſion of fim: And that it was true ta 


nce 
that he required appeareth further by the fruits of it, that hecalleth from the 


Pharilees, Masth, 3. 6, 7, 8, 9. Laitly, I hall prove anon that God hach 


not appointed us to baptize any upon a promiſe of repentance or faith, before 
they profels actual faith and repentance, nor are they fit for ſuch a cove- 
nant. 
Aen. 2. For the proof of the neceflity of a proſeſſion of repentance 
before baptiim, is this: It Jelus Chriſt hath by Scriptute, precept, and ex- 
~ ample, directed us to baptize thoſe that profefs true repentance and no other, 
then we mutt baptize them and no other: But the antecedent is true, theres 
fore ſo is the confequent. All that requireth proof is of the antecedent, which I 
prove from an enumetat ion of chole texts that do afford us this dirc&ion (be- 
1. Jelas Chrift hi id by preaching repentance prepare men for ba 
tiim, and for his Kingdom, as John before began to do, Matih. 4. 17. 15 
Aat ih. 1. 15. The Kingdom of God is at hand, repent ye and believe the 
Goſpel gz and to that end he ſent his Apoſtles and other Preachers, fark 16. 
AGS by. 30, Lute 24. 47. Repemance and remiffion is to be preached 
to all nations in his name, aad baptiſm which is ſor the ob fignation of temiſſi- 
on of hn, according to the appointed order, comes after repentance. ‘ 
And when ic is faid by Fide | I baprize you with water to repentanee, but 
he thail baptize you with the Holy Ghoit ] 3.12. Mark 1.8. Luke 
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(3) 
Te comprehended. and fomewha, 
more. In Act, 2. 37, 38. When the Fews were pricked in their heart .( which 
was a preparatorie repentance ) and ſaid to Peter and the reft of the Apoſtles 
{.men and brethren What ſhall ve do ? ] Peter lajth to them, Repent, and be 
baptized every one of you in the name of Jeſus Chrift for the remifion of 
ſins] ſo that ve muſt require and expect true evangelical repentance to be 
proſeſſed before . verſe 41. itt added [ Then they that gladly. 
received his word were baptized ] fo that he baptized none that to outward 
appearance did not gladly receive that word, which.could not be without a 
~ profeffion of that repentance. And he that hence perſwadeth to repent and be 
—8 for remiſſion, doth in the next chapter, verſe 19. require them to 
repent, and be converted, that their fins may be blotted out, ſhewing what 
kind of repentance it is that he meaneth; and as the work of general Prea- 
chers to the unbelieving world is ſometimes called a difciplining of nations, 
which goeth,before baptizing. them, Math, 0. So it is in other 
places called a preaghing oftepentance and commanding all men every where. 
to repent, 441. 30. an opening of mens eyes and turning them from da - 
neſs to light, and the potyer of Satan unto God, that they may receive 
remiſſi on Cobligned in 22 &s 26. 18. 1. Repent aud turn to 
bd, verſe 20. And if it was the ſum of Pauls preaching to the unbaptixed. 
_ [repentance toward God, and faith toward the Lord Jelus Chri} Ads 20. 
at. So that itis apparent that they rook the profeftion or appearance of both 
faith and baptiſm, and ftill this fame repentance. 
is it that hath the remiſſion ot fin connexed, AAs. 5. 31. Luke 24. 47. Its 
repentance untolife, Ads 11. 18. And when the Apoſtles compare Fobns 
baptiſm with Chrifts, they ftill acknowledge fobns to be baptiſm of repen- 
tance, Ads 13. 24. and 19. 4. and when the Apoſtle doth purpofely tecite 
the principle of our Religion he doth it in this order. Heb. C. 1,2. [ The 
foundation of repentance from dead works and faith towards God; of the do- 

Argum. 3. They that before they ate baptized muſt renounce the world, 
the fleſh and the devil, muſt profes true Evangelical repentance (I mean Rill 
ſuch as hath a promiſe of . — and falvation ) but all chat are baptized 
muſt renounce the world, fleſh and devil, of which we fhall have occaſion to 


ſay more uon. 
Argum. * aay that proſeſs to be buried with Chrift in baptiſm, and to 
ne again, do profe(s true repentance but all that are baptized muft proſeſs 
to be buried with him and rife again, therefore, co's. The maior is pro- 
ved in that to be buried and rifen with Chrift, fgnifieth, A being dead to 
fin and alive to God, and newneſs of life: and it is not oncly an engage- 
ment of this for the future, but à profeſſion alſo of it at the prefent. This 
with the teſt we thus prove, Col. 2. 11, 12,13. In whom ye are citcumciſed 
with the circumcifion made without hands, in putting off the body of the 
fins of the ficfh by the citcamciſion of Chriſt, buried with him in baptiſm, 
wherein alſo you are rifen with him through the faith of the operation of God, 
who hach railed him from the dead, and you being dead in your fins and 
the ancircumcifion of your fleſh ath he quickened together with him, havin 
forgiven you all trefpafi:s Where note 1 chat this is {poken roall the Church 
| | chs 
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und into his death,& ſo to be buried with him by baptifm into death & 
de onely an en 


(4) 

he Coloffians; ani therefore they ure preſumed to be what they profel: 
to be. 2. That the A the body under the Water did ſignibe our 
fal Wich Chriſt and che death und putting off of our fins ; and though we 
now «fe a len quantity of water, yet ic is to fegnifie the fame thing, or elſe we 
fhould deſtroy the being of the Sacrament. allo out riſing out of the w- 
ter ſigulſtech our tiling und Being quickned together with him. 3. Note alfo 
that itis not otrely an en vo chis hereafter, but 2 thing preſermly 
done. They were in bepdſm buried with Chriſt y end put off the body of 
fin, and were quickned wich dam 5 and chis dothall {uppole their own preſetit 
ptoſeſſion to put off the body of fin, and their oonſent to be baptized on theſe 


Tbe like we have in Rom. 6. chapter 4. 5. Know ye not that fo many of 
us as were baptized into Jefus Chrift were baptized into his death? there- 
fore we are buried with him by baptĩiſm mo death, that like as Chrift was rai- 
fed from the dead by the fathet, even ſd we alfo fhouid walk in 
newmne(s of life; for if We have been planted of his desth, 
be into the Hkeneſs of his reſurrectẽon Here allo ft ĩs evident i. that 
all the’ intitibers of the viſible Church are ſuppoſed to be baptized into Chrift, 
d 
together into the likentfs of his death. 2. And that this is not fuppofed 
for the future, but 2 prefent entrance — 
ſtate of mortification and vivification wherein they were to by ‘new- 
nefs of Hie 5 und therefore verfe ¥,6, 7, U, 11. they ate ed to have the 
old mum crucified wich Cirift that the body of fin might be deftroyed, and 
cht henceforth they mould not ſerve fin, and that they are fo dead as to be 
freed from fin, a3 to the ſervitude thereof. And that muſt reckon 
chemſel ves dead to fin, but alive to God. He that readeth the whole chap- 
ter wich judgement and impartialitie, will ſoon difeern that true repentance 
and abtenuntiatĩon of the Of fin, was to be profeſſed by all chat would 
be baptized ; and that thereupon they ſealed their own om and tp- 
venant by the reception of bapritm , vs Chrift fealed‘his part by the a@ual 
izing them; and that they are by the Apoſtles all called and ſup- 
poſed ſuch as they proſeſſed themſelves to be. | 
Argum. 5. If ic be the very nature of ‘baptifm to fignifie and ſeal both 
the preſent putting off the body of ſin, and preſent putting on ‘Chrift, 
then the on ‘of true mult ‘needs precede or toncur with 
baptiftn : but the former is certain; of which more anon. I conclude then 
hat both Scripture, und the very figns themſelves, and the common con- 
tent of the Church do fhew that true repentance and prefent repentance muſt 
be proſeſſed by all thoſe chat we may baptize. 5 
61. Argum. 2. Argument was from the neceffity of a pro- 
ſe mon of true repentance. 1. ſhall be from the equipolient terms, a de- 
ſeription to the thing defcribed, thus: We muft baptize no man that fir ſt 
fieth not to believe in God the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoft: But no 
Infant profeſſeth to believe in God the Father, Som, and Holy Ghoft ; 
therefore we muſt baptize no Infant: The miner is manifeft by ſenſe. 
The major is pr rom Matrh, 28. 19. where this is made the form of the 
words in ot at leaſt the end, aud that which we muſt inſiſt on, Cal- 
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the Father, Son, and Holy Ghaſt, is not ancly to be baptized b 
weir authority, but alfo to be thus initiated into the relation which the 
Church ftandeth in to them, and to be conſecrated tothe Father, Son, and 

Holy Ghoft, as Muſculus, Diedate, the aſſembly of Div ines Annotations, 
and the generality of expoſitors do expreſs. See Doctor Hammond, Pract. 
| datech. lib. 6. J. 2. And efpscially on Matebh. 28. 19. Grotins at large, and 
| that it deth or prefuppoleth a proſeſſion of believing Son and Holy 
Ghoft, For no man can devote bimfelf folemnly by our miniſtry to the Holy 
Triwity, doth nos firft profefs to believe in thems sbherefore the Chuch ever 
taugit ibe Catechumeni the creed firft, in which they proſeſi to believe in God 
the Farber, Son, and Holy Ghoft. And before they actually baptized shem, 
tbey afked them whether they believed in God the Faber, Son, and Holy — 
G bot? Towhich they muft anfwer affirmatively, or not be ized. And 
all shat are muſt firft profefs to believe in bis Name, and {0 to receieve 
bim, and not onely promife to do it hereaſter. I adde that the (ame faith that 
is mentioned in the otdinaxy Creed in the Church, is meant in the baptiſmal 
proleſſion, and to be required before baptiſm; this will be confeffed. 1. Be- 
caufe the creed it {elf hath been this 1300. years at leaſt proſeſſed before bap- 
tiſm. 2. becauſe the creed it felf is but the 3. fundamental baptiſmal articles 
mentioned, Muth. 28. 19. enlarged and on fublequent occafions 

( as Sandford, and Parker, de Peſcenſu have learnedly and largley proved, and 

Grotius in Matth, 28.19. proves out of Tertullian, c. that the creed was 

not then in the form of words as now, though the fame docttine was uſed in 

other words, to the fame ufes. | 
Paz. 68. Argum. 3. The foregoing Argument was taken from the - 

quifice proſeſſion, the next fhalf be cabin om the very work ic {clf, 3 

8 and offering our felves to be baptized, and willingly receiving bap- 

tum: thus, 


If it be che very nature or appointed ule of the exteanal part of bapeiſm 0 e 


baptiim , sam 

ſpiritus donum 
For otherwiſe 
on of Gas. : 

| members of Ct 
bic fit 

Ata 

deindc in eat cum morta fue facripcte, 
cy tandem accedat etiam Spiritus famctus per quem ner ahluit & rege- 
nerat, denique ſuorum bonorum conjorees facit. Not trom the 
matter, here is expreſs mention made af the Father, Son, and Spi- 
rit, becaufe otherwife the! efficacie of baptiſm  ¢anmor be 
but from the Fathers free mercy, who reconcilés us 
himfeif by bis Son , come between with - 
the facrifice of his death; nd then i ſpirit alſo approach, 
by which ä us, and laſt of all makes us parta- 
kers of his benefcs. It appearcth by comparing Matth. 28. 19. 
Rom. 6. 3. and 1 Cor. 1. 13,14, 65. and 10. a, that to bebapint intb the 


ven eſſential to it) to ignifieand profels among other ching⸗ ) the ſaving 


faich and ince of the baptized, then true baptiſm cannot go withaut 
luch a profeſſion. But the baptifm of Infants is without {uch a profeffion, ibere- 
fore she haptiſm of Infant is not true baptiſm. The minor is mani ſeſt by ſen ſe. 
The antecedent (which onelyrequireth proof ). I prove thus: It is of the 
iaſtituted aatute of baptiſm to be in general, a proſeſſing fign as well as en 
engaging ſign, de fu uro, for the ſuture ? This 1 as granted by all 
Chriſtians that I know of t hat ha ve written of bapt iim, and then let us con- 
nder of the feveral parts of the fign or external Ordinance, with the fignifi- 
cation of each; that it is eſſential to ĩt to be ſigniſicant and obligatory on our 
part, as well as on Gods part, is commonly conſeſſed. And 1. the Minifter 
doth baptize him into the name of the Father; Son, and Holy Ghoſt; and 
doth conſent thereto, 1. voluntarily offeting bimſelf to be bapit- 

red, and then 2 voluntarily receiving that baptiſm. And his offer of himiclf 


hereto, goeth before the Miniftersbapsiming him, and his reception of that 
iim is eſſential baptiſm eilempially containeth on his part 


a ſignal profeffion of Gonfent to that which is meant in the ſorm uſed by the 
Maiſter [I Baptizéthee into the name ot the Father, Son and. Holy Ghoft] 
And che is, chat God the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt be mine, and J 
be theirs, in the relations in which they are offered in the Goſpel to Mankind. 
for all confeſs that it is a Covenant that is here lealed, and ſo a mutual con- 
fent which the figns are inſtituted by Chriſt to ſigniſie. Chriſt offereth him- 
lelf to be related to me as my Jeſus Chriſt; and by offering my ſelf to bap- 
tiſm, and by voluntary receiving it, I do actually profeſs my acceptance of 
his offer, that is of himſelf ſo offered. God the Father offereth bimlelf ub 
my God reconciled in Chrift, and fo my chief good : and by voluntary,re- 
ceiving baptiſm I do ſignally profeſs my acceptance of him ſo offered. The 
Holy Ghoſt is offered to be my Sanctiſyer and guide; and by voluntagp re- 
ception of baptiſm into his Name, I do ſignally proſeſs my acceptange of 
him fo offered: So that ĩt is a moſt clear caie, that baptiſm as baptiimy ac- 
cording to its inſtituted nature and ule, doth contain the perſons actual ſignal 
profeſſion oſ preferit aſſent to the truth of t he Goſpel and acceptance of God the 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoft as therein offered. And it containeth (as our 
Divines commonly maintain) an actual ſignal profeſſion that we there pre- 
fently confecrate or devote, or dedicate our ſelves to God the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoft in the forefaid relations. 2. Another part of baptiſm is, the 
Miniſters wafhing the perfon,and the perfon firft offering himfelf to be waſhed, 
and after actually receiving it, doth thereby fignaily profels his conſent. 
Now this wathing doth eſſentially ſignifie our wafhing from our former filth 
of Gin, together with the guilt 5; our putting off the old man which is cor- 
rupt according to the deceittul lufts of the fichh. He that fignally profefieth 
his preſent conſent to be wafhed by the blood of Chrift from his former filthi- 
nels and guilt, and to lay by the filthineſs of ficth and Spirit, doth co nomine 
ptofeſs faving faichand repentance. But all that are baptized with the bap- 
tilm of Chriits inſtitution, do by che very voluntary reception of baptiſm, fo 
profels 3 therefore they do thereby proſeſs faving Faith and Repene 


3. Qurad modumas to the manner 5 its commonly confefled by us to the 
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| Anabaptifis (as our commentatots declare) that in the Apoftles times the 
baptized were dipped over head in the water, and that this fignifieth their. pro- 
feflion , both of believing the burial and reſurtection of Chrift, and of their 
own preſent renouncing the world and fleſn, or dying to fin’and living to 
Chriſt, or rifing again to newnels of life, or being buried and riſen again 
with Chrift, as the Apoſtle expoundeth in the forecited texts of Cel. 2. and 
Ram. 6. And though we have thought it lawful to diſuſe the manner of dip- 
ping, and to ule leis water, yet we preſume not to change the ule and ſigni- 
fication of it: So then, he that ſignally prof ſſeth to die and rife again in 
baptiſm with Chrift, doth ſignally profeſs faving faith and repentance. 
But thus do all that are baptized according to the Apoſtles practice: There- 

Pag. 74. Argu u. 4. If we muſt baptize none that profefs not their conſent 
to enter themſelves preſently into the covenant of grace with God in Chritt, 
Then we muft baptize no Infant, bugtthe former is e; Therefore, ee. 
The confequence i maniſeſt u eben Op ſenſe, shat Infants 
pro fe not their canſent to enter themfelues into the coutmant of Grace with 
God in Cbhriſt | 4 
be antecedent I think will be granted by many of the Papifisy@nd it is) 
the common Doctrine of the Prosejtants'; and therefore as to them I need 
not prove it. 

I conſeſe, ſome of the Anabapyifts, and ſome few others, do queftion whe- 

_ ther baptiſm be a ſeal of the covenant of grace; but the quarrel is moſtly, if 
not onely, about the bare word [Seal ] for they confeſs that in ſenſe which we 
mean by fealing 5 and particularly they confeſs, that we do in baptiſm enter 
into the covenant of God, and that it is a profefling and engaging fign on 
our part, as well as an exhibiting, notifying, confirming fign on Gods part. 
It is confelt it isthe covenant of grace we are to enter, and that there is but 
one covenant of grace. 

This Maſter Blake acknowledgeth, for all the mention of an outward co- 
venant it is alſo a conſeſſed thing on all hands that it is God that is the 
firft author and offerer of the coyenant, that it is he that redeemed us, u ho made 
the promile or covenant of grace upon the ground of redemption; and that it 
is frequently called a covenant in Scripture, as it is a Divine Law or con- 
ſtitution, without reipe& to mans conſent, as Grotins hath proved in the 
preface to his annotations on the Evangeliſts: much more (out of doub: ) 
is it, that it is called a covenant before man confenteth, as it isa covenant 
offered, and not yet mutually entred; in the former ſenſe the word is taken 
properly, but in another ſenſe and for another thing then ig the later. But in 
the later it is taken tropically, viz, Synedochically, it being but a covenant 
dfawn up and conſented to by God conditionally, and offered to us for our con- 
lent. It is the fame covenant that is offered to us and not another, that we 
are called to conſent to or enter in, and we cannot be truly {aid to enter into 
covenant with God if we make a new oncof out own, and lay by his; for 
that’s nonc of the covenant of God: he never offered it, nor will he ever 
enter it. | 

We are I hope agreedwhat the covenant of grace is, as offered on Gods 
part (or elſe its great pity ;) v. that on the title of crestion frit and re- 
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demption after, we being abfolutely his own, it is offered to us, that God 
will be our God (our chief good and reconciled father in Chrift) that 
Chrift will be our Saviout (by tiation teaching and ruling us) even 
from the guilt, filth, or power of fin, that the Holy Ghoft will be our in- 
dwelling SanGiher, if we heartily or fincerely accept the gift and offer, that 
2. God, Chriſt to be out Jeſus Chriſt, and the Ho- 

ly Ghoſt to be our in- dwelling Sanctiſier, if we will but confent. This is no 
doubt the gift or covenant fo offered. Theſe things being thus — 1 
cove- 


nanting and faving faith, and of fignal external covenanting and the pro- 
f. ffion of faving faith, without which we muſt not baptize any. | 

Pag. 79. Argum. 3. We mult not baptize any without the on of 
that faith and repentance which are made the condition of remi of fins. 
But Infants make no pro ſeſſion of that faith and repentance which are made she 
condition of remiffiemmfs fins, ſnd no Infants are to be baptized; The 
minor is maniſeſt che major Dipfave thus. 

If we muſt baptite any but intentionally for pve ſeni remiffion of fin, 
mult not we baptize any without 4 profeffion of that faitbund repentance 
But the former is true, therefore fo i the 

4 doubt, for elfe we fhould imagine ibu men 

may bave preſent actual pardon without that faith and repentance whieh ate 

the condition of it, which fubverscth much of the Gofpel. The antecedent 1 
thus: 

If God hath inſtituted no baptiſm, but what is intentionally ſor the prefent 
remiſſion of fin, sbemwe muſt not baptize any but intentionally for the pre ſent 
remiffion of fin : But the former is true, therefore fois the later. I fay [ in- 
tentionally] in contradiftin@ion from [ eventually, or certainly and in- 
fallibly attaining that end] where further note, that I fpeak not of Gods ab- 
folutedecrees, as if his intention in that ſenſe could be fruftrate ; but of his 
ends as Legi /lator ſpesking of him after the manner of men, but pt incipally of 


the inſtitated end of his ordinances; that is, the ends which he requireth 


the Miaiſter and People to ule them for, and ſo it is our intention principal- 
ly that I mention. As the Golpel it ſelſ is (aid to be intentionally to fave men, 
and though it condemn moſt, shat is beſides the firft intention and but by 
accident: and though this be principally to be ſpoken of the præ · impoſed in- 
tentions of their converfion and falvation ; yet Chrift is pleaſed in the word 
to alcribe ſuch intentions to himſelf as attain not their ends, as profeffin 
that he came not into the world to condemn the world, but that the worl 
through him migh be faved : That is, to condemn them is not his direct 
‘incipal intent, but onely on fappofition of their wilful! final reje@ing of 
im; and thus he {peaks partly in the habit of a rector or promiſer, and partly 
as msn, or after the manner of men: and of the intention impofed on us 
there is no doubt. | 
Now I thall prove the anrecedent ( for the conſequence is paſt doubt.) 
And firft we are confirmed in this truth, becaufe the Opponent (whom it 
concerneth ) hath not proved any other baprilm inſtituted by Gad, but what 
is tor prefeot temiſſion of fins. If they can thew us one Text of Scripture that 
fpeaketh of any other, we thall give up all the cauſe; but yet they have not 
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dome it that I know of. In the mean time we ſhall proye the contrary, God 
hath inftitured but one baptiſm: That one baptiſm is for the preſent remil- 
fon of fins, therefore God hath inſtituted no baptiſm but what is for prefent 


remi ſſion. 
The major is proved from Epbeſ. 4.5. There is one baptiſm. In the mi- 
nor we take the words [ for ion ] not to ſpeak of ſomewhat acciden- 


tal, or to be intended — the adminiftrator, uncertainly or but fome- 
time. And I prove it from Scripture, Ac 2. 38. Repent oe Pe baptized e- 
one of you in the name of Jeſus Chrift for thy remiſſion of fins, and ye 
receive the gift of che Holy Ghoſt, as remiſſion is here made the end 
of baptiſm ſo it is preſent remiflion. For 1. It is fuch as is the confequent of 
the repentance which Peter exhorteth them to, but that was prelent re- 
miſſion. 2. It was co precede the giving ot the Holy Ghoſt in the lenſe there 
mentioned , therefore it was prelent a. Beta in loc. upon the place, 
faith, L in nomen Chriſti ] id Corifto gamen, mort is, (cpultur.c 
ac reſurrectianis fimys in parsicipet;” cum peceatthum remiſſcone, nec 
enim hoc declarat bapti{ai {cd f nem & fcopum, Inthe name 
Chrift,, That name to Chrift, of whole death, sad 
reſurrection, we are made partakers in baptiſm, with the forgivenefs of ſins, ſor 
chis doch not declare the form of baptifm, but the end and ſcope. So Deodate 
(inthe name ] viz. [ not onely for a mark of our profeffion of the Goſpel, 
but alſo to participate of his ſpiritual virtue in the waſhing away of our — 
wich which he accompanieth and ratifeth the external ceremony in thoſe who 
are hie] Bullinger in loc. faith , Batig ri in nomine Domini ꝓeſu Cbriſti, 
eft baptifmaris ſig noteſtari fe Cbhriſto credere ad remiſſionem peccatorum. To 
be baptized in the name of the Lord Jeſus Chrift, is by the fign of baptiſm, 
to ve that we believe in Chrift for the remiſſion of fins. 1. Mark, It is 
not onely an engagement to believe hereatter, but the profeflion of a pteſent | 
faith. 2, Aud that not a common faith, but that which hach re niſſion of ‘ 
fin. 3. And this was not an accidental ſcparable ufe of baptiſm; but he 
makes this the very expofition of bapti d ari in nomine FefuChrifti, tobe bap- 
tized in the name e Jeſus Chriſt. And thus he expoundeth the covenant, 
C eftenim bat iſmus pactum feu fadus gratin, quod init inter baptizandum 
nobiſcum Chriſtur] For baptifm is an agreement or covenant of grace, which 
Chrift enters into with us, when we are baptized. And that it is a proſeſſi ag 
of our true repentance, be thews before cg. reétiffime canjungit ur pat 
tent ia & biptiſ nut, quis bapsifmus panitentia ſignum eft ] and moſt rightly 
is repentance and baptiſm joyned together, between baptiſm is the fign of te- 
pentance. Calvin in loc. upon the place, Per bat i ſmum ( ut Paulus docet) 
crucifigitur vetus homo nofter, ut in vita novitatem veſurgamus, by baptiſm (as 
Paul teacheth) our old man is crucified, that we may rife to newneſs 
of life. Rom. 6. 4. 8. Item induimys Chriftum ipſum, Gel. 3. 27. 1 Cor. 
12. & paſſim decei Scriptura eſſe panisentia.quogue Symbolum? Alſo we put on 
Chrift himſelſ, and the Scripture doth up and down teach it, to be alfoja 
badge of repentance, Calvin on AA, 22.16. Non dubiam eft quin fidelitcr 
rudimentis Pictatis Paulumimbuerit Ananias; neque enim vere fidei exper- 
tem bapt ix aſſet, nor doubt but Amanias did faithtully inſtruct Pa. in the 
cudiments of Piety, neither would he have baptized him, i he had been void of 
| true 
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true taich. Fobn 3.5. ¶ Except a man be born of water and of the ſpirit, he 
ſnall not enter into the Kingdome of God) we are agreed againſt 
the Papijts, that Chrift intendeth not here to place the fame neceſſity in bap- 
tiſm, as there is in ot of the new birth by the ſplrit; yet it is by moſt ac- 


knowledged, that Chriſt doth here fpeak of the new birth as fignified by bap- 


tilm, and fo hath reſpect to baptiſm, as the ordinary confirming ſign: And 
{othe Text fully theweth us, that baptifm is inſtituted to be the ſign of our 
preſent regeneration, or elſe it could not be ſaid that we muft be born [ of 
water and the [pirit. 7 | 
Calvin (aith, moft are of Chry{oftomes mind, who took it to be meant of 
boptiſm: (and ſodid the generality of ancient Expofitors) and though him- 
ſelf and fome more think ot her wiſe, yet as long as they take it to be a meto- 
nymical expreſſion, the ign being put for the thing fignified, it doth as well 
acquaint us with thę ge ot baptilm, as if it were a proper ſpeech. Bullinger in 
loc. upon the place, hr forte omnes pene de 
pre antur I almoſt this Scriprure@t Ghrift baptiſm. Bega be- 
th, that the Pext {peaketh of baptilm either Chriſts at (ome other, but 


f rather Juſtly doth Bega in 1. 4. fall upon Epafmus tharply, 
for faying [ eis [in prapofitio. praparationem fignificas , non 


effectum : the prepoſition in, fignifieth a preparation, and not the effect? Be- 
— remiflion (faith Beta) cannot be feparated; fo that 
he took it not to be a common preparatory tanceorbaprifm. ©“ = © 
Pifcator on Mark. 14. faith, Its called the baptiſm of repentance for re- 
preached remiſſi on of fin to the penitent and 
believers, pracip ie batque ut in huj us rei scftimonium atque profefionem bap- — 
tizarentur, He concluded that they fhould be baptized, in teſtimony and pro- 
feffion of this thingsand that is called Bar)roya wareytias the baptiſm of re- 
pentance, id qui reſipi ſcentiæ teftificanda at que profit endæ adbibebatur : 


Neque enim baptigabat niſi cos qui confeffione peccatorum edit a, reſipiſcentiam 


fuam teſtatam reddebant » Caterum nomine reſipiſcentiaæ per ſynecdochen mem- 
bri fimul intelligends eff fides in Chriflum, that is to fay, was 
uſed to teſt iſie and proſeſs repentance; neither did he baptize any but thofe 
who by confeffion of their fins teſtified theirrepentance, but by a Synecdoche 
of a part for the whole, is alſo to be underftood , Faith in Chrift, And on 
Matth. 3. 41. Obſerve he fhews that Chrifts baptiſm and Fobas are the fame, 
in that both have the fame end and ufe, vit. ebfignatio remiffionis- peccatcrum 
cg refipi{centix, The ſealing of remiffion of fins and repentance; that is, as 
already extant , as his judgement is oft delivered; as in his Schol. on ver. 11. 
he exprefly faich [ In reſpiſcent jam, id eft in teſtimonium reſipiſcentiæ; ut 


ni mirum ſuſcept ione baptiſmi teſtatum faciatis vos veſipuiſſe, & indics mag i⸗ 


ac mi reſipiſcere velle fed ſimul bic intelligendum, Foannem baptixaſſe 
guogue in remiſſionem peccatorum, boc eft ut ni mirum nomine Dei teſtatum fa- 
cerct re ſipiſcentibus in Chriſtum eredentibus peccata ipſis remiſſa eſſe prop- 
tance, that is, in teſtimony of repen- 
tance, viz. that by receiving ot baptilm you teſtitie that you have re- 
pented, and that you will daily renew your repentance more and more; but 
withal we muſt here underftand, that ohn did baptize alſo tor the remiſſion 
of Gins, that is, that he might teſtiſie in the name of God, to the penitents 

and 
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and believers in Chrift, that their fins were forgiven them for the fake of 
Chrift the Lamb of God. And I pray mark his oblervation on Mat. 3.6. 8.10 
concluding our preſent queftion : { Bapti{mas nulli adulto conferendus eſt nifi 
prius ediderit con ſeſcione n peccatorum fidei in Chriſtum, ac praterca pro- 
miſſionem ſunct e Baptiſm is not to be adminiftred to any of age, unleſs 
he fitſt make conſeſſi on of his fins, and of his faith in Chriſt, and befides a 
promiſe of a holy life, which he proves. 

Calvia on Muth. 3. 6. ſaith ¶ Exgoe ut fe rite ad bapti{mum offcrant ho- 
mine, pcccatorum con ſeſſio ab illi reguiritur, aliogui nibil quam inane eſſet 
ludicrum seta actio ] Therefore that men may rightly offer themſelves to bo 
tiſm, confeſſion of {ins is required of men, other wiſe the whole action would 
be nothing elſe but (port. II had charged the guilty ſo of making the whole 
work of baptiſm Ludicrous, they would have been highly offended (and het 


Padobaptiſte do fo. ) 
Paraus on Matth. 3. 5. hemeshat theta: ic. Mont: ffion as a te- 
ſtimony of and then baptiſm fos remiſſion of fins 


[ conſeſſio poftpo 
baptizabintur® Pre, cum confeſſi eſſent peccatay bap ij mum actipichant facra~\ 
mentum remiſſioni peccatorum s non pr ius baptizabantur , poftea conſtteban- 
tur Aulitorer igitur primo in teſtimonium con ſitebantur (ua 
pecrata; deinde baptizabantar, tertio fide baptiſmi fructum ſuſcipie bant re- 
miffionem peccatorum. Docet bic locus varia. 1. Quod baptiſmus fit ſacramen- 
tum remi ſſionis peccatorum, ex parte Deis ſbondet enim Deus ceu ju rejuran- 
de baptid at i remi ſſionem gratuitam peccatorum propter Cbriſtum. 2. Quod fit 
etiam ſacramentum reſipiſcentiæ ex parte noſtra; reſtipulamur enim Deo idem 
& panitent iam pro tanto bene icio. Confeflion is put after, but in conſtru- 
Gion che firſt is to be laſt ; t hoſe who confeſſed were baptized, for when they 
conſeſſed their ſins, they received baptiſm, a Sacrament of the ſorgiveneſs of 
their fins; they were not baptized firlt, and confeſſed their ſins aſter, the hea- 
rers then firſt confeſſed their fins in teſtimony of their repentance, then they 
were baptized , thirdly by faich they received the fruit of baptifm 5 the re- 
miſſion of fins: this place teacheth divers things. 1. That baptiſm is a Sa- 
crament of the forgiveneſs of ſins, on Gods part, fot God promiſeth as by 
an oath, to thoſe who are baptized, a free pardon of fin for Chrilts ſake: 
2. That it is alſo a Sacrament of * on our part, for we again engage 
to God, Faith and Repentance, ſor ſo great a benefit; That is, both pro- 
fels it at preſent, and ingage to continue in it; anſwering the inter- 
rogation credis ? with a credo, and not onely a credam. Doeſt thou 
believe; I do believe in the preſent tenſe, and not oncly I will believe, in the 
future. Ad Sacramenta non eſſe admittendos impenitentes, Hoc cnimdamus 
( Anabaptifiis) in Ecclefiam ſuſcipiendos baptizandcs mon i ſſe niſi praevia 
con ſeſſione Fidei & penitentiæ: quem morem & vetut fervavis cccleſia, & 
noſtr a hodei obſervant, ſi vel Fudeus vel Turcs adultus baptiſmo fit initian- 
dus. Impenitents are not to be admitted to the Sacraments; for this we grant 
to the Anabaprifts, that ſuch are not to be required into the Church, nor to 
be baptized, who have not firft made confeflion of faith and tepentance, which 
cuſtom both the ancient Church did obſerve, and ours obferve at this day, if 
either a Few ot a Turk of age is to be admitted by baptifm. And on ver{e . 

he 
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lenſt they praſtitute the gacraments, and contract guilt 
C er Maldonate ſaith, that 
1 anal recedes preth { that 
14 [eG gonensharhe was from his old fins, Jahere I take it for a clear cafe,that 
I 2 io put „ and to be wathed from their former filthinefs3 for 1 
to yield chat it was an actunl cleanfing either of re- 
i „ or which the Apoſtle meaneth, leſt we grant that men 
et ee may fall from ſtate ; and therefore it muſt be a 3 
wherein che. matter was appearingly and {acramentally trani- 
members, fo were they all viſibly wafhed 
3 which theweth both what was their own proſcſſion, and 
1 what was theftated end and uſe of the ordinance. The Apoſtle faith not chat 
= but chat I he purged) from chem. Pardus in locum, upon the place, ſaitb, 
in m0 purgat nac Omnes enim baptizati debem purgari 4 
1 pectatiss dicuntur induc Gal. 3. mori cum Chrifte, Rom. 
6: fenfus eft quife voluzant in ſceleribus, mon recordantur ſe baptizates 
That he was parse from his old ns, 
is, was >» Or of ing, for all 
BE thole who are baptized, ought to be purged from their fins, 22 aré {aid to 
eS put on Chrift, to die with Chrift, the meaning is. they which wallow in 
— therefore do renounce 
s Cor. 6. 11. the Apoftie ol the viſible Church oſ 
.. rnb { ſuch were fome of you, but je are waſhed, bur ye are fanGified, but 
| | pere r.] where ig evident, that all the viſble members of the 
wathed , fanGtified, juſtifed : And 1 think it is clear 
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batter of our common lamentation, and the enemies joy , when fome con- 
fidentl y 


_ which we have yet unbaptixed. The conſequence will not be denied by 


by e be hath fomte geſpett to theit baptiim. 80 that I conclude 

there is no bartifm to be ad@iniftred without a profeffion of faving faith 
repentance foregoing , becauſe there is no baptifm that ever 

— is tor the obig nation of remiffion of fins, which is the con- 


ted but what 
Maſter Blake, pag. 171, reciteth (ome words of mine this ar 
„thus; That taith to which the promife of remiſſion und juitification 
made, muſt allo befealed to: Or that faith which isthe condition of the 

omiſe, is the condition in fore Dei, in the Court of God, of the title to the 

But it is onely folidtrue faith chat is the condition of the promiſe of 
remiflion ; therefore it is that which gives right ia foro Dei, in the Court of 
God, to the ſeal. Who would think now but Mafter Blake had given ſome 
ſubſtantial anfwer to this and other Arguments, when himſelf and ſome o- 
thers are fo confident of th ſuſniciency of them ¢ His anſwer ie this: LTO 
this I have anſwered, faith is nc ſe 9 ys bt mat N of ſins or F 
tion upon condition of faith ner ſesling of 
make more . that the Sacra- 
ment refpects our priviledges, noe Nuties 
Is here one ¶ A of aniwertoany real part of this A an- 
N tis eo the matter, as if he had talked of ubject. 1 think it my | 
my to fay that Minifters of the Goſpel do but proclaim to the Church the 


publith ſuch kind of and others are fatisfied with them : 
and I muſt (ay if all were fuch, fhould never be angred with one word of 


mine in to theiraflertions, though they would maintain that the 
Crow is 2. To that ulelefs touch that he hath on a word( whole follow- 
ing explication might have him his labour) I may fay that our Divines 
have or main hitherto that there is a mutual covenanting be- 
tween God and us, (and no man more then Mafter Blake Yand that there is in 


the receiving being our seal, as the is 


Pag, 88. Argum.6. Ir baptiſim be infticured to be 2 feal of the righteoul~ 
nefs of that faith which we have yet being unbaptized, then muſt we baptize 
none that profefs not a juſtifying faith. Bu no Infams profe{s 4 juſtiſying 


faith, therefore we muſi baptize no Infants : The minor i mani ſeſt by ſenſe. 
baptifmonc- 


re aſon of the conſequence is evident, in that we muſt uſe 
bay g to its nature and to its inſtitu ed ends: The antecedent is pro- 
thus: 


Circumcifron was in ſtituted to be a ſeal of the rightcoufnefs of chat faith 


them whom we now deal with : becauſe they confeſſe that boptiſm ſuccee- 
deth circumciſion. The antecedent is evident in Rom. 4. 11. it being ex- 
preſly ſaid of A brabam to whom circumcifion was firſt given. I cannot ima- 
fay, unleſs it be by tecourſe to the Amabaprifis ſhiſt, to 

that circumcifion was inſtituted to this end indecd, to Abrabam bicolelf, 
and others that were ſincere, but not to all chet bad right to it; but God 
ò.- and in ſuch telati- 
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ons, the end is inf And as God hath not made many forts of ba 
tifms or circumcifions: So neither many meer inconſiſtent ends ( or 
rable ) and we are likeft to know the true end of the inftigution, where the 
Ritution and firft example are reported to us. Calvin in loc, ſaith, Dus 
denique ut bapt i ſmi bodie {unt , ita olim circumciſionis crant partes, nempe, 
tam vita nouiiatem, quam peccatorum remi ſſonem teſtari: Laſtly, as chere are 
* at this day of baprifm, fo of old there were two of circumcifion, v. 
to witnefs, as newneſs of life, ſo forgivencls of fins. Saith Piſcator, in loc. 


upon the place, S icut olim circumciſio fignum {uit faderis gratic, & figillum quo 
credent ibis obfig nata fuit juſtitia fidei, hoc eſt, quo illi certiores (unt redditi, ſibi 
remſſ eſſe peccata, propter futuram ſactionem Chriſti, ac proinde ſe babefTe 
Deum propitium ac ſoventem; ita catera quo — ſacrament a, ccc. ſimiliter ꝙ fi- 
= feu {copus omnium ſacramentorum unus i 


emque, viz. obfignatio juflitia fi- 
1 vulgo dicitur fidei con firmat io. Paræus in loc. faith C ita fignum ſuit 
lit ia ſidei eft remiſſio peccatorum fide 


& accipientis Auge. 
Accept a propter rede fie nta non {unt inflituta jufti- 
an dis, {ed juſt ii , boc eft non infiiclibys fed) on con- 
debent ; ſecus ſigilla juſtitiæ eſſe cefjant: nim non ba- 
juftitiam obfignarent ꝰ As ciccumciſion was Hold a ſign of 
. the covenant of grace, anda {eal whereby was ſealed the ri bccn, 
faith to believers ,. that isto fay, whereby they were certified that their 4 
were forgiven them, by receiving of the future ſatisſaction of Chriſt, and theres 
fore they had God tious — favouring unto them, fo alſo the other 8a- 
craments, c. Alſo the end or (cope of all the Sacraments is as one and the 
fame, viz. the figning of the righteoufnels of faith, which is commonly cal- 
led the confirmation of faith , fo it was a fign both in refpeé& of the giver, 
and receiver, & and the righteoufnels of faith is the forgivenefs of fins 
by faith, received becauſe of Chriſts redemption, and ſo the Sacraments are 
not Inftituted for thoſe who are to be juſtiſied, but for the juftified, that is, 
not for unbelievers, but for thofe which are converted, thetefore are they 
not to be taken without converfion and faith , otherwife they were to be ſeals 
of righteoufnels , for what would it ſeal to them, who have not faith and re- 
ntance ? | | 
1 Doctor Willet, in lac. faith [ citcumciſion then did not confer upon him 
that grace which he had not, but did confirm and eftablith him in the grace and 
faith receivedsthefacraments then non injtituta ſunt juftificandis,(ed juſti ficati, 
are not inftituted for thoſe which are to be juftified,but for them which are al- 
ready juftified Pars. J Peter Martyr is large, and makes theſe Words Rom. 
„ef be the definition of a Sacrament, to be a ſeal of the righ- 
teouſneſs of faith. | 
Peg ot, Agen y. We mult baptize none but thoſe that are firft pro- 
' fefsed Diftiples of Chrift. But none are profeſsed Difciples of Chrift that 
profefs not faving faith in Chriſt, therefore we may not baptize any that 
fels not faving faith in Chriſt: But no Infant doth pro feſs ſaving faith in 
Chrift , as is by fenfe 3. therefore no Infant is a pro ſeſſed Difciple of 
Chrift, nov myft we baptize any. The major is proved from Matth. 28. 19. 
G Difciple me all nations baptizing them] As for thofe that fay, they are 
Jiſcipled by baptizing, and not before baptizing, 1. They {peak not the 
dente Of that Text. 2. Nor that which is true or rational, if they — ‘ ob- 
| olurely 
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ſolutely as fo fpoken, elſe why mould one be baptized more then another ? 
3. But if they mean that by heart-covenant or Gods acceptance and prom ſe 
they are Diſciples before; but not fo compleatly till the covenant be fealed 
and folemnized , as a Souldier is not fo fignally a Souldier till he be lifted, 
nor a King till he be Crowned fo fully a King, or a man and woman fo fully 
maricd till it be folemnized in the congregation 3. in this ſenſe they fay the 
fame that I am proving : men muſt be fitſt Difciples by the prof fied conſent, 
before they ate declared ſuch by the feals or publick facramental folemniza- 


tion. 
And that onely the profeffors of faving faith are Difciples, may appear by 
8 —_— a perufal of the texts of Scripture that ule this word, and it will not oncly be 


found that this which I maintain is the ordinary uſe of the word (which 
fhould make it fo alſo with us) but that no Text can be cited where any o- 
thers are called the Diſciples of Chrift. * the major apd minor both obſei ve 
Piſcators definition of baptifm eft 
mentum novi teſtamenti, mines 4d ecclefiam entes ex mandato 
Chrifti cultui Pater, Filius & Spirhu us per mini 
verbi & in fide remiſſionis peccatorum [he 
mantur. Baptiim is a Sacrament of the New Teſtament, by which thole men 
wh g the Church, by the command of Chriſt, are confecratedtothe 
ip of the true God, Which is the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, by 5 
te Minifters of the word, and are confirmed in the faith of remiffion oh 
fins, and of hope of eternal life. And he proveth this deferipion, per partes, ; 
by parts. 1. That is a Sacrament. 2. That it belongeth to thoſe that pertain 
to that Church, and that they onely muſt be baptized, qui ecclefiam fucrint 
ingreſſi, ac fidem Evangelii profeffi , who are entre the Church, and 
have proſeſſed the faith of the Gofpel. Which he proveth from Afurk 16. 16. 
He that believeth, and is baptized ſhall be faved. Vult ergo (faith he) ut pri- 
us conſtet de alicujus fide quam baptizetur, unde Act. 8. Philippus Evangeli- 
ſta non prins baptizare voluit cunuchum illum Ethiopem quam is pro ſeſſus eſſet 
fem Cbriſti. He wills therefore, that his faith be maniſeſted, before he be 
aptized,whence Aft g. Philip the Evangeliſt would not baptize the Ethi- 
opian Ennuch, before he had profefled the faith of Chriſt. Calvin in lie. 
upon the place, “faith L Baptigari ꝓubet Chriſtus qui nomen Evangclii de. 
devint, {cque profe/i fuerint diſcipulos, part im ut illis baptifmus fic vite a- 
ternæ teſſera coram Peco; partim apud bomines externum filei fiznum: gut m 
ad modum gratiam fuam Deus hoc ſigillo nobis confirmat , ita quicungue ſe ad 
bapt iſmum offerunt, viciffim quali data fyngrapba obſtringunt ſuam 
Chrift commands them to be baptized, who have given up their names.to tlie 
Golpel, and have proſcſſed to be his Diſciples, partly that baptiſq might be 
to them a fign of eternal life before God, partly an external fign of Faith be- 
fore men, and as God confirms his grace to ut by this ſeal, fo whofoever 5 
offers himſelſ to baptifm , doth reciprocally engage his ſaich as it were by his’ 
bond. Andafter | verum quia doccre prius jubet Chriſtus quam baptizare, 
ty tantum credentes ad baptiſmum vult recipi , videtur non rite adminiftraré 
baptifmus niſi fides præccſſer it] But becauſe Chrift commands ſirſt to teach, 
then to baptize , and onely will have believers tobe received to baprifm , ic 
feems that baptiſm is not rightly adminiltred, unleſs fsich doth precede. So 
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that it is Calvias judgement, that this very Text which isthe moft notable 
copy of the Apoſtolical commiffion for the baptizing of the Diſciple nations 
doth appoint that faving faich be proſeſſed before men be baptized. Para 
in locum, from Mark 16. 16. ſheweth that the order is, credere oy baprizari, 
to believe and to be baptized. wu 
_ Lagree with him and the reft in the main, that juftifying Faith 
muft be an act of the Will (embracing or accepting an offered Chrift ) 
as well as of che underſtanding, and that the profeflion of it muft go 
before baptiſm. 
But I thall further prove the minor from ſome other texts of Scripture, v. 
that they are not Chriſts Diſciples that profels not faving Faith .Luker4 26, 
27> 33. [ Ifeny man come to me and hate not his Father and Mother, and 
Wie and Children, and Brothers and Sifters ; yea, and his own life alfo, he 
cannot be my Diſciple: and whoſoeyęr doth not bear his croſs, and come after 
me, cannot bem ipl sw he be of you that forfaketh not all 
that he hath, can m Tas en of true Diſciples in heart 
e Grit /ſigni by him that knew the heut. From nce I argue thus: 
tits Diſciples in heart, nor Can be, butthole that value 
~ him aboveally and will forfake all for him if he require it, then none can be 
his Diſeiples by external profeflion , but thoſe that profels to eſteem him a- 
bove all, and to be willing to forfake all rather then forfake him: But the 
former is proved by the Text 3 the confequence is clear, in that the world 
hath hitherto been acquainted but with two forts of Chriftians, or Difciples 
of Chrift ; the one ſuch fincerely in heart, and the other {uch by profeffion, 
and the later are ſo called becaufe they profefs to be what the other are indeed, 
and what themſelves are if they fincerely ſo proſeſs. And it is the fame thing 
effed which makes a man a proſeſsed Chriftian, which being found in 
the heart doth make a man‘a hearty Chriſtian. 13. 35. [L By this 
ſhall all men know that ye are my Dilciples, if ye love one another] Here 
Chrift giveth a certain badge by which his true Diſciples may be known. If 
onely thoſe that love one another ate tr ue Diſciples in heart, then onely thoſe 
chat proféfs to love one another are Diſciples by proſeſſion. Joh. f. 3 f. If ye con- 
tinue in ae. word then are ye (that is you will approve your felves ) my Dif- 
ciples indee 
1 onely thot are Chrifts Difciples indeed as to the heart, that have the re- 
ſolution of perfeverance ,then onely thofe are his pee Diſciples that profefs 
a refolution to pecfevere. But therefore all this L have ſald, is no more then 
we have ever practifed , when in baptilin we renounced the world, fleſh, and 
devil, and promifed to fight under Chrifts banner to our lives end. 
Saith Pifcator in ohn 13. 35. Si pro Chrijlianis , id eft, Chrifti Difcipulis 
haber i velumus, oportet ut nos mutuo quam ardenti{sime diligamus, c. If Swe 
will be accounted Chriftians, that is, Chrifts Difciples, we ought moſt ar- 
dently to love one another. | 

Object. Any ons is a Diſeiple that is willing to learn of Chrift. 

An{w. No ſuch matter: in an improper ſenſe you may ſo call chem, but 
not in Scripture ſenſe; here 1. A pi and a Chriftianare all one, Aas 
11. 26. but every one that is willing to learn of Chrift is nor a Chiiltian, 

therefore not a Diſciple. 2. A Diſciple of Chrift is one that will take him 
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for the great 5 hes of the Church Sane whofoever heareth not thall be 
cut off from Gods people J and will learn of him as of the Chrift: but ſo will 
not all that will learn ef him: for a man that takech Chritt but for a common 
wife man, as Socrates or Plato may be willing to learn of him: And lo 
may be his Diſciple in another ſenſe, but not in the Chriſtian lenſe as 
2 Chriftian. | | 
Pag. 96. Argum. 8. We ought not to baptize thoſe perfons that do not fo 
much as profefs their forfaking of the childhood and Kingdom of the Devil: 
But no Infant doth profeſi its forfaking of the childbood and kingdom of the 
Devil , as is manifest by ſenſe, therefore we ought to baptize no Infant, The 
maior is proved thus: | 
If we muſt boptize none but for prefent admiſſion into the Kingdom of 
Chriſt, then we muſt . 9 none but thoſe that promiſe a preſent depar- 
ture from the Kingdom of the Devil ; but the former is true, therefore lo is 


the later. The antecedent is granted om that eto do with; the 
reafon of the conſequence is 7 th ia ma divided into theſe 
two kingdomes, Po omen Oppolice that there is no ling into one but 


from the other minor of the firft argument I prove thus. All enn 
vifiby in the kingdom of the Devil, or not fo much as by profeligon removed 
out gf it, profeſs not a removal from that condition in which the wrath | 
abideth on them, and they ate excluded by the Goſpel from 3 74 
Ne, but ſuch are all that profeſs not a juſtiſying faich. The major is proved, 
in that it is the condition of the covenant of grace performed that differenceth 
the members of Chrifts Kingdom from Satans; and fo it is that condition 
profelt to be performed that vifibly differenceth them before men. It is the 
promiſe of grace that bringeth them out of Satans Kingdome, therefore it is 
onely done vifibly to thoſe that profeſs the performance of the condition: | 
moreover to be out of Satans Kingdom vifibly, is to be vifibly from under his 
overnment , but thoſe that profels not faving faith are not viſibly from un- 
er his government. 


Laftly, to be vifibly out of Satans Kingdom, is to be vifibly freed from his 


power, as the executioner of Gods eternal vengeance 5 but fo are none that 
profeſs not ſaving faith. 
The minor is proved from John 3. 36. Where it is plain, 1. That the 1 
unbelicf ſpoken of is that which is oppoſed to faving faich, even to that faith | 4 
which hath here the promiſe of everlahting life, 2. Aad that this leaves them | 


vifibly under the wrath of God, 

So in Mark 16. 16. compared with Matth. 27. 19. In the later Chrift bids | 
them make him Diſciples, and in the former he deferibeth thofe that are fuch, 
and thofe that remain ſtill in the Kingdom of Satan [ He that believeth and 
is baptized fhall be faved, and he that believeth not fhall be damned ] Here it 
is evident that the unbelief threatned is that which is contrary to [ and even 
the privation of ] the faith that falvation is expreſly promifed to, and that all 
that profels not this faving faith are not ſo much as proſeſſedly efcaped a ftate 
of damnation,and chat this is the differencing character of Chriſts Difciples to 
be baptized [ of which yet more afterwards. ] 

Pag. 98. Argum. 9. If it be the appointed ule of all Chriftian baptiſm to 
folemnize.our mariage with Chrift, or to ſeal or confirm our union 6 
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bim, A Sate him, then muſt we baptize none that profeſs not 
juſtifying faich [ becauſe this is neceſſarily pterequiſne, and no other 
can pretend to union, mariage or ingraffing into Chriſt ] But no Infant doth 
proje(s jaſtiſying Faith, as mani feſt ſenſe; therefore we muſt baptize no 
5 the antecedent and confequent are evident in Gal. 3. 27, 28, 29. 
For as many of you as have been baptized in Chriſt, have put on Chriſt: 
Ye are all one in Chrift Jeſus, and if ye be Chrilts then are ye Abrabams 
feed, and heirs according to promile. Here 1. we ſee that it is not an acci- 
dental or ſepatable thing tor baptiſm to be our viſible entrance into Chriſt, 
our putting him on, out admittance ( by folemnization ) into the ſtate of 
Gods children and heirs according to promiſe. For this is affirmed of all the 
baptized with true Chriftian bapriim. If we be truely baptized, we are bap- 
tized into Chriſt, if we are baptized igto Chrift , then we are Chrifts, and 
have put on Chrift on are Abrabams ſecd, and 
heirs according to mie. ah; ject that 0 aks this bur of 
them, the regenerate, becauſe he ny of you ] 


Tc is ma eh that he (peaks of all, 1. becauſ e it was of all then that were 
baptized into Chriſt,. 2. he cxprefly faiths much in the next foregoing 
[ ver.26. For ye are all the children of God by faith in Chrift Jefus) To whi 
the words recited are annexed as the proof [ for as many of you as have been 
“baptized into Chrift, have put on Chriſt] the aſſumption is implied [but f 
you have all been bapzized into Chrift}therefore ye have all put on Chrift,and 
fo in him are all the children of God, 2. Note that they are the ſpec ial gifts of 
5 faving grace that ate here aſctibed to all the baptized. 3. Note allo that all this 
ae is (aid and proved to be by faith. 4. Note alfo that it is exprefly {aid to be a ju- 
ftifying faith, before verſ. 24. ( that we might be juftified by faith. ] Indeed 
this text affordeth us divers Arguments. 1. The Apoſtle (uppofeth all the 
baptized to profels a juſtiſying faith, among the Galatians , therefore ſo 
mutt we fuppofe of others, and expect that they doit. The antecedent is pro- 
ved from verf. 24.25, and 27. compared. 2. All the baptized are faid to have 
put on Chrift , therefore they are ſuppoſed to ptoſeſs that faith by which 
Cbriſt is put on: But that is onely juſtifying faith. 3. All that are duely 
bsprized are baptized into Chriſt, therefore they are ſuppoſed to profeſs that 
faith by which men are united, ot ingrafted into Chtiſt, but that is onely 
jultifying faith; but the reſt of the Arguments here will be further touched 
on anon. 7 
Matter Rutherford faith that Scripture no where calleth Chrift the head of 
the vifible Church as ſuch, as it is after cited. Pa 
Tconclude then that Chriſt pee e no baptifm but what is for a 
vifible mariage of the foul to himfelt {as Proteftants ordinarily confels ) 
Therefore he hath appointed no baptiſm but for thoſe that proſeſs to take Je- 
fus Chriſt tor their Husband, and to give up themſelves to him as his ęſpouſe:· 
but this is a profeffion of juſtifying faith, for heartily to take Chriſt for our 
head and husband is true ſavingfaith, and proper to his own regeperate pec- 
ple if any ching in the world be fo 3. and no man can proſeſs to be. marled to 
Chrilt chat doth not profels to take him fora husband. Therefore for my part 


? 
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“Tf nevet intend to baptize any without profeffion of faving fa ich, Amen. Aad 
let the Lord God {ay fo too, that Mr. Baxter may baptize no more Infants, nor 
defend fo palpable an abuſe, but may wipe away the reproach be bath caſt on God 
people and ordinance: He goes on thus. 
Fag. 100. Argum. 10. If Paul account all the baptized Saints or San@i- 
fied. men dead with Chrift and tiſen with him, ſuch as have put on Chrift, 
ſons ol God by adoption, Abrabams feed, heirs according to promife and ju- 
itified s chen they did all proſeſs a true juftifying faith, But ne Infant dil 
profels a true juſti ſying faith : if they did let it be ſumed when, and where, 
and to wbom : there fore no Inſant was then baptized, nor are now to be. | 
The antecedent Maſter Biske conſeſſeth, and I ſhall prove it by parts. 
The coniequence is that which lycth chiefly on me to prove, and 1 ſhall do 
both together. 
Tde Apoſtle ia the beginning of his iſtle to the Cgęiuthiant, and in ma- 
np other calls the whole Sal 0 e faith to them 
[ but ye are wafhec That part er the recedent then is 
certain; the cog mice I prove thus. 
Tbere are n called Saints in all the New Teſtament, ene en 
as were in hen devoted to Chriſt by a faving faith, or profeſſed lo much. chere- 
ſone ide word Saint in this cafe muſt * onely ſuch. If any will prove a 


Alert of Saints, vt. ſuch as profelsa faith not faving, they muſt do that 
Which I never ſaw done. 


The firſt and moſt famous fignification of the word Saints or SanGified. 
© in the New Teſtament, is onely of them that are in heart. devoted to Chrift © 
by true faith 5 therefore the borrowed, or Analogical, or leſs proper fignifica- 

tion ( call it what you liſt) muſt be of that which hath the likeneſs or ap- a 
pearance ofthis, and that is onely the profeflion of it. Profeflion maketh 
Saints viſible, or by profeflion, as hearty dedication to God by faith maketh 
real or heart Saints. | Fis 
Matter Blake addeth [ we read of Churches of the Saints, 1 Cor. 14. 33. 
And they were taken to be Church-members as {oon as they made proſeſſion, 
as they ceaſed to be Fews or Pagans, and took them to the way of Chriſti- 
anity, as we flee, Acts 2. Adis 8. 12. 13. 38. ] 
Anw. 1. They renounced the way of ungodlinefs, and wickednefs in ge- | 
neral by a profeffion of repentance, as well asthe way of Paganiſm and 1 
Aaiſm in particular, There were no Chriftians that profeſſed not repentance - 
towards God from dead works 2. We believe that there were Churches of the 
Siiats, and therefore that none fhould be of the Church that proſeſs not to 
be true Saints. But prove if you can that there was ever either Church or 
Church-member called Saints in Scripture , that had not either {pecial fan- 
Gity or a proteffion of it. And as for thoſe Affs 8. you cannot prove that any 
of them were either called Saints or baptized without a proſeſſion of a julti- 
fying faith: as ſhall further be ſnewed afterwards. The Galatians 1 find 
not called Saints, but to call them a Church of Chrift or believers is 1 
equipollent: and what Saints were they ? Why they were all the ſons of God — & 
by faith in Chtiſt Jeſus, having been baprized into Chriſt, and put him ons a 
and were all one in him, and were all Abrabams (ced and heirs according to the » 
Gal, 3. 26, 27, 29. A Scripture fenfe, is a ſociet7 of 


Men 


| 
= 
‘ 


faith. — 

belie vers ciples were ſuppoſed to 

fignification of thefe words in $cr 
Thus much I have faid to prove t 


i 
brief) All the baptized are 
dead 2 Gin, and rifen to newnels 
faith, The proof of this is 
Col. 2.11, 12+ Rom, 6. 3. 

longer therein ꝰ ow yr not t 
Chrift, were baptized 
baptiſm into death, 


Sat of the Father 
— roth h, we thall be alſo in the 
likene(s of his teſuſ ion, knowing is crucified with 


that the Of Gn might be deſtroyed, that hene we fhould not 
ern that is dead is freed from fin. | : 
Now if we be dead with Chriſt, we believe that we ſhall allo live ch him. 
'. Likewile, reckon ye alſo your {elves to be dead indeed unto fin, but pe 
unto God through Jefas Chrift our Lord. Here is a full report of the ule 
baptiſm, and 2 ol all that are baptized, and the ſtate they are * 
ſuppoſed to be in. S0 that I cannot (peak it plainiyer then the words themielves 
do. $o Col. 2.11, 12. which I thall not flay to recite, becauſe it is to the ; 


— | 
} thied title mentioned in the argument is this: All that are baptized 
. VT. have profefiedly put on Chrifts therefore they have proieſſed faving faith. 
1 "The Antecedent is cxpteſſed Gal. 3. 23. L for as many as have been bapti- 
19 zed into Chriſt have put on Chrift J the conſequence is proved in that to 
—— put on Chrikt heartily, is to be made true partakersof him, and living mem- 
r ol him, therefore to proſeſs this is infeparable from the prof: ſſion ot faving. 
3 faith 3 yea by that faith he is truly put on. Putting on Cinilt is the fame 
with [ putting on the neu man, which after God is created in tighteouſneſs 
and true holinels, being renewed in the Spirit of our minds, Epbef. 4. 20, 
1 21522 23,4. Col, 3.10. It is putting on the new man which is renewed in 
11 knowledge accord ing to the image of him that created him] and putting on 
11 the Ie * ft is put for the ſtate of Sanctity in oppoſition to a fleſnu- 
lite, Kom, 1313514. 
| Saith Calvin on this Text I induere Chriftum bic fignificas virtute ſpi- 
ejus undique nos muniri, qua idonei ad omnes ſanclitatis partes red- 
‘a i ) damur : fic enim in nobis inſt aur aur image Dei qua unicum eft anima orna- 
mentum, Reſpicit enim Paulus ad vocasionis noftra finem, quia Deus nos ado- 
in corpus unigensi filii ſui inſerit, e quidem bac lege, ut nos abdi- 
cantes priore vita fiamus in ipſo novi homine . Quare ci iam alibi filles 
digit Chri{tum induere in baptifmo , Gal. 3. 27.] To put on Chrift ſigni- 
ies here to be defended in all points with the virtue of the Spirit, whereby we 
may be fir for all parts of holineſs, for thus the image of God is renewed in us, 
which is the onely ornament of the foul, for Faul hath reſpect to the end 
of 


\ 


4 wher Saints were ; 
| baptized ste mentioned follows (of which I fit be more: 
| ated to be dead and rifen with Chriſt, even 
of life; therefore they all 
| he two Texts already cited, Rom. 6. a 
1 ow ſhall we that are dead to fin live any 
ſo many of us as were baptized into Jeſus 
ath? Therefore weare buried with him by 
hrift was railed up from the dead by che | 
j 
4 


on Chriſt in 


ila, tune confun gin 
figurant. noque enim ſallacem pompa m oſtentat in 


Wherefore 


but what the external ceremony figures, he exbibices together in very deed. 


ol our vocation, becaufe God adopting us, hath ingraffed us in the body of 


his onely begotten Son, and that upon thoſe terms, If we deny our former life, 
and become new men in him: wherefore he ſaith elfewhere, that believers put 
baptiſm. Aud upon Gal. 3. 25. be faith [ Quum dicit, Cbri- 

ſtum induiſſe, inichigit Cbriſto fig eſſe Ae » ut coram Deo nomen dc per- 
te Cbriſti gerant, ac in ipfo magi quam in ſeipſu cenfeantur. When he 
ith they have put on Chriſt, he underflands thar they are fo ingrafted in 
Chrift, that they carry that name and perfon of Chrift inthe fight of God, 
and are rather reckonedin him, then in themfelyes, And he comes to the 
objection, How all that are baptized can be {aid to put on Chrift, when bap- 


tiſm is not effectual with all? And he aniwereth in fumme, That to Hypo- 


erites it is une ffectual, qui nude fignis ſuperbiunt, ho. are proud with 
the bare figns, But then helaith, that the Apoſtle ſpeaking of theſe non reſ- 
{picit Dei inftttutionem , ſed impiorum corruptelam. He hath no reſpect co 
Gods inſtitution, but to the N the wicked, (But doubtleſs it is 


Gods inſtitution that we mu ) Quam autem 
ſua veritate,quam 


crame nt is, 
externa nia gurat, exhibet ſimul reipſa. Hine 

dum Dei inflititum, conjunéta fit cum fignis | But when he ſpenks to beſlſe- 

who ule it rightly, he joyns them with their truth, which they typiſic. 

? for he doth not make thew of a deceitfu) pomp in the Sacraments, 


4 


Hence it comes to paſs that truth,according to Gods inſtitution, is joyned with 


the figns. To the fame purpoſe fay other Proteftants. : 
The next title mentioned in the Argument was , Sons of God. All that 


are baptized are the vifible or eſteemed fons of God by faith in Ch iſt : there- 


fore they all profels that juſtiſying faith to which that real or ſpecial fonthip is 
ifed. The antecedent is exprefled in Gal. 3, 26, 27. {Por ye are all the 


fons of God by faith in Chrift Jeſus ] which he proveth in the next words 


L For as many as have been baptized into Chrift, have put on Chriſt] What 
Sous of God are in Scripture ſenſe may be ſeen, Fohn 1. 12. Rom. 8. 14,15. 
Pbil. 2.1 5. pd te 3. 1, 2. Gal. 4. 1, 2, 5, 7. and Rom. 8,17. Liffons, then 
heirs, heirsot God, and joynt heirs with Chriſt ] was a good conſequence 
in Pauls judgement [In this (laith ahn) the children of God are manifſeſt 
from the children of the Devils Whofoever doth not righteoufnels is not of 
God, neither he that loyeth not his brother, 1 Fobn 3. 10. See alſo Fobn 
11. 52. Rom. 8. 16. 21. 

But Matter Blake objecteth Rom. 9. 4. [ To them pertained the adoption } 


and Gomarus his comment. 


Anſw. 1. Gemarus laith not, that any were in either ſenſe Sons of God 
without a profeflion of a faving faith. 2. It was not after their unchurching or 
unbelief, that the adoption is {aid to pertain to them, but before, and then, 
let Muſter Blake prove ¶ iſ he can] thatany I{raclites were adopted without 
profeflion of that faith, whichwasthen faving: I doubt not to prove the 
contrary anon. And 3. If he could prove that {uch there were among the I- 
raelites, yet he will never prove that they are called Sons, though the Narfi- 


on were becaule the denomination was principally fromthe trueSors, ond 


nt x. 


— 
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next fiom the prof ones: None are vitibly fons that. be not vifbly 


true believers, 


The next title mentioned in the Argument is C Abrabam! feed 1 all 
that are baptized are called Abrabams feed, Gal. 3. 17, 18, 19. Therefore 


mmey all profeſs a juitifying faith. The conſequence is proved, in that none 


are Abrahams feed in Goſpel ſenſe, but thoſe cordially that are true believers, 


and thoſe appearingly chat profes true faith. This is proved, Rom. 9. 4, 6,7. 


Rom. 4. 11. [ that he might be the Father of all them that believe, that ri 
teouſneſs might be im to them alſo ] this therefote is a juſtiſy ing ſaith, 
and the priviledge of the juftified that is here mentioned. Its added ver/. 12, 


13. LAnd the Father of circumcifion to them who are not of, the circumcifi- 
dn, but alſo walk in the ſteps of the faith of our Father Abrabam yet uncir- 


cumciſed. For the promiſe that he fhould be heir of the world was not to Abra- 


all the ſeed, even 


bam or his feed by the Law, but byt 


righteou(nels of faith Therefore 
it is of faith that it is 


d the iſe might be fure to 
ye am the Father of 


all.) 


J 8, 
counted to him for rig 
faith , the ſame are t 


‘ 


have their 
falyation confirmed by Gods oath, And Heb. 1. 14. they are called the heirs. 


of falyation. And Heb. 11. 6. 9. It is true jultified believers that have a 
title, 


4 


* 


| wad 
>». L Bren as Abrabam believed Goc it was ac- 
meouſnels: Kno ye therefore that they which are of 
a it woul juftifie the Heathen by preached | the 
brabam ; Tn thee thal all nations be thea, of 
are blefled with faithful 4brabam ] So verf, 14. 16, L That the bleſſing fk im 
| : Abrabam might come on the Gentiles, through Jelus Chrift, that we 97 11 
1 receive the promife of the Spirit through faith. Now to Abrabam, and his 
i f feed were the promiſes made ; he faith not, and to ſeeds as of many, but as of 
; a one 3 and to thy feed, which is Chrift, and ſo to thoſe that are in him. It 
i is hence molt undeniable, that all Abrabams true leed are juftified, and 
a juftifying faith; and all his profefling lecd do profels this 
| The next title mentioned in the Argument is, L Heirs according to the 
* ptomiſe.] All the baptized were heirs according to the promiſe : None that 
1 proſeſs not a juftifying faith are heirs according to the promiſe (either really or 
, a appearingly) therefore none that proſeſs not a jultifying faith fhould be bapri- 
: = red. The major is exprefied, Gal, 3. 17, 18, 19. the minor ( of which is 
| ail the mt? is proved from Rom, 8.17, where there is an cape concates 
3 nation of [children, heits of God; coheits with Chriſt, that ſuffering with 
i him ſhall be glorified with him ] Gal. 4.1, 6, 7. The heit is Lord of all and 
a Son, and — hath the Spirit of the Son, by which they cry Abba Fa- 5 
4 6 ther. So Tit. 3. 5,6, [ According to his mercy he ſaved us by the wafhing of 
i] regeneration, and renewing of the Holy Ghoft which he thed on us, &c. that 
1 iy being Jultited by his Grace, we fhould be made heirs according to the hope 
if . of eternal life] The heirs then are regenerate, juſtiſied, and have the hope of 
1 eternal life. So Epheſ. 3. 6. The Gentilesbeing made fellow-heirs , and of 
| the fame are of the Chrilt by the » even the 


do de beirs inthe firit and proper notion is to be Sone & 


~ Sealleth all the baptixed Church oſ Corinth 
a juſtiſed Faith ate called Juſtified, there 


miniftted as a fign of prefene regener 
tred, to (uc 


and Fames 3. 7. [ They are called heirs 
rand 1. Pet.3.7, they are called coheirs Lol the 
‘heritance of glory: and therefore to be heirs in the f cen notion 
be ſuch as feem ſuch by froſeſſion ot har Faith de promilc 
ol that glory. 2 
Tube laft title that I mentioned in the Argument wasul Jufligedk J Paul 
— None that -profels not 
| none ſuch fhould. be bamized, 
“The major L proved to Maſter Blake out of 1 Cor. 6. 1 1. L Ye are waſhed, ye 
e * juitified in the name of the Lord Jeſus, and by the Spi- 
i * Blake doth not at all deny the N ſenſe of the Text alled- 
ged to prove it; but darkly in generals igtimateth a denial of the minor, l- 
| fe i durſt not be ſeen 
fo unfaithful to 


urch o In, t. 1 


fed 


en 
ftifying faith, nor hath he proved any more. 
Pag. 118. Argum. 11. All that ate meet ſubjects for baptiſm, (are after 
theit baptilm without any further inward qualification, at leaſt without any 
other fpecies of faith ) meet ſubjects for the Lords Supper: But no Infant 


paint ( Maſter Baxter bh dene) 
Having goft thus far about titles, let me add another; the title 
| merate } Chrift hath infticuted no baprifm, but what is to be a fign of pe ent 
$ not a joſtiſying faith it cannot be ad-. 
tion 3 he hath inftituted no 
[he major I have proved already in the firft Argument, and its plain in 
Fohn . J. Except a man be born of water and of the Spitit he cannot enter — 
7 into the Kingdom of God ] And ſo in Tis. 3. 5. where it is called the aver a 
of [ regeneration ] In both which though I am of their minde that think 1 
that the is for the vet it thence 
thing more common in the writings of the Fathers then to take the terms re- ‘ 
enerate, illuminate, c. and baptized.) as Ggnifying the fame thing, or at : 
Feat ſpoken of the fame perſon, which occafioned’one of our late Antiquaties 
fo ſtifly to plead that regeneration in Scriptute ſigniſyeth meer baptifm , and : 
that all the baptized are regenerate. 
1 grant that it oft falls . that baptiſm being mifapplied ſealeth not rege- 
neration at preſent, and that the ſame perſon may —— be regenerate, 
= and his remembred baptiſm may be of uſe to him for the confirmation of his 
faith. But this is not the inſtituters commanded uſe of it, to be fo admini- 
ſtred at firſt, if the party . not faving faith, though this review of it is 
a duty, where it was ſo abullll at Girft. The minor 1 thal! take for granted, 
while regenetatiom in Scripture ftands fo connexed to falvation 3 1 


beds Super, acknowledged , therefore no 
42 Kfer Or thus. Thoſe Wbom we may baptize, 
| we may alfo admit to the Lords cay But we may Amn no Infants to 
tbe Lords Supper, * is acknowledge by we 

my no Infants. 
Tube major Matter Blake vil eadiy grant we, and if any ‘other deny 
ove it thus. 

Ff ft is che Came covenant that both Sacroments ſeal, one for initiation the 
other for conſirmation and growth in grace, therefore che lame faith that qua- 


lifeth for the one, doth fuffi ciently ifte for the other, for the fame covemapt 


hath the fame condition. 
2. They arethe fame bencfitd that are conferred in baptiſm and the Lords 


Supper to che worthy receiver. Therefore the (ame qualification is neceffary 
for the tectption: Tbe antecedent is commonly granted. Baptiſm uniteth to 
Chrift, and givethys himſelf fn ad with himfelf the pardon of all paſt 

is the giving of ter , who n ilter, Take, E 
i ring to us under the ſigns, and ing us to cake 
we take the ſigns the out ward parts.” agiveth us the 


Peden ſealed and procu his body broken, 
3. A member of Chrifts Church, sinft whom no accuſation ma 


be frou Come of his firth peofeffion milk be 
the Lords Supper: bat the new baptized may be ordinarily cherefore 

if he can am a baptized perfon, he bath ſufficient principal title 

to the Lords Suppers Coram Ecclefia, betore the Church. [I mast fuch as 
we muſt admit] — 4 tar aétual préparation be neceſſary, unleſs he be 
proved to have difa his reel on that account either by nulling 


and seversing that Nene ; ree by giving juſt cauſe of queſtioning 
it. 


4. The Church hath ever from rs Apoftles dayes till now without que- 
Rion admitted the new baptized at age tothe Lords Supper, without requi- 
ring any new ſpecies of faith to intitle them to it. I take che major therefore 
2g paſt denial: I muſt confelsasmuchas I am againft ſepatation, I ths 
intend to have communion with Mafter Blake congregation, if they 
ſels not faving tance und faith, Aud if be exact not ſuch a proſeſſion 
I fay ſtill * foul work in the Church, and when ſuch ſoul — 75 
thall be voluntarily maintained, and the word of God abufed for the defile- 
— An andordinances of God, it is a greater ſcandal to the 
weak and to the ſchiſmaticks, and a greater reproach to the Church, and ſad- 
der caſe to. confiderate men, then the too common pollutions of 
which are meerly 11 negligence but not juftified and 
detend 
Let Mafter Barer own words 1 e him, who makes the fame’ foul work 
in she Ordinance of bapri{m by admitting iu fun to int upon 4 Parents or Pro- 
parents (as be terms them) prefeffion, wher a bis proofs of the neceffity of pre- 
feffionto gs be fore — art 771 the profeffion of the party bimſelf to be baptized, 
this device of a 70 on A of the Infants, is bie’ 
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titudes of fent 


| » and by bis own proofs 
makes Infants capable of the Lords Supper, and perverts the nature of Sacra- 
ments, which bis own words do fully expre{s, thus’ © ore . 
Pag. 123, 124. The firſt Argument of Matter Gillep let 10 is from the 
nature of Sacraments, Which ate to ſigniſie that we have already faith in 
Chrift, remiffion of Gn by him, and union with him. The ſenſe of the ar- 
gument is, That fering Saccaments, ( ‘sceording to Chriſts inſtitutjon) ate 
confitming figns prefuppofing the thing fionified both pn dur part and on 
Gods therefore none fhould ule them that have not firſt the thing fignified — 
by them. Though I undertake not to defend all the Arguments that other 
men uſe in this cafe, yet this doth fo much concern the cauſe of baptiſm, 
which I am now debating, that I ſhall give you this reply to it. What Di- 
vines ate there that deny the Sacraments to be mutual ſigns, and feals figni- 
fying our part as well as Gods? And how i do you wrong the Church of 


God by ſeeking to make men blag e 0 
t 03 | 


If it be foto you, it ig a pi 
taker’s Books agai Ward, and Davenant , where 
out of our Proteftant Divints 5° 


Sau 

Ses recited | 
man their moſt common Doctrine, that the Sacrament doth pre- 
1125 remiffion of fins, and our faith, and that they are inſtituted to fig- 
thele as in being. 

0 is th: common Proteſtamt Doctrine, that Sacraments do folemnize and 

poublickly on and confirm the mutual covenant alteady entred in heart, ’ 
2 King is Crowned, a Souldier Lifted, 2 Man and Woman maried after » 

_ profefied conſent : So that the ſign is cauſal as to the confummation and de- 

livery (as Key or Twig and Turff in giving poficflion ) but conſequemtial 
to the contract as privately made, and the right given thereby; ſo that the | 
foul is ſuppoſed to confent to have Chrift as offered firſt [which is faving taich) 
and then by receiving him Sacramentally delivered, to make publick proſe ſſiun 
of that conſent, and publickly to receive his ſealed temiſſion. Maſter Cobbet 
[ cited by you] might well lay, that primarily the Sacrament is Gods ſeal; 
but did he fay that it is onely his; and not ſecondatily ours? And in the 
next words you do in effect own patt of the Doctrine your ſelf, which you have 
thus wondered at, as new and ſtrange, ſaying; [ I conſeſs it is a Symbol f 

If you mean as you {peak [ taking profeffion properly] then 1. you yield’ 

that the Sacrament is our ſymbol, and fo declareth or fignifeth our action as. 
well as Gods. 2. And it is not onely a ſign oi our proft ſſi on, but a profefling 
fign, and cherefore a fign of the thing proſeſſed 3 for the external fign is to 
declare the internal acts of the mind, whieh without fgns others cannot know. 
As there fore the words and outward actions are two diſtinct figns of the fame 
internal acts, ſo are they two wayes oſ prettflion: My ſignal actions do not © 
fignifie my words (which are plainer’ figns themfelves, and therefore need 
not darker to expreſs them ) but they both expreis my mind 3 So char they . 
are not only ſymbols of our proſeſſion, as you {peak , but — ſymbols 3. 
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And if fo, chen they mult be figns and of which, 
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The Fourth Argument of Mafter Gilley is from. Rom. 4. 1. 


pentance, 


ſtuns, as i manifest by ſenſe, therefore we muſt baptize no Infants, The ma- 


not profes a faving faith and repentance, therefore no man that doth not fo 


ciſton was a feal of thar rightgopinels of faith ; therefore ſo is baptiſm, ‘there« 
fore it belongeth onely to juſtiſied believers, He that maketh it the ĩuſtituted 
nature ot ule of ciccumcillon to be a ſeal of sighteoufnels of faith , whith 
the perfon had before » doth make his circumcilion @,proof of his foregoing: 
Pug. 133. You cannot fhew where ever the wicket: ate commanded to 
communicate with the Church in the Sacrament, but in this onder 3 Flrſt 
ta he converted and repent, and ſo baptized, and ſe communicate,Gille/py Aa’ 
cod bloſſoming, pag. 514,515. The alumption Lthet bapcibin it felf is 
not a tegenerating ordinance. I prove thus. 
t. Becauſe we read of no Perſons baptized by the Apoſtles, except (ach as 
did profels faith in Chrift, gladly received the word, and in whamaiome be- 
gun work of the Spirit of grace didappear (I {sy not that it teally was in all, 
but fomewhat of ic @ sarin all gig even of the aged mutt neceſ- 
farily precede the 


* 


Pag. 144. My Welfch Argument is from 2 


in Her, not having on a wedding garment ? 


Friend, how 
ewas (peech- 
come in hither ] is [ to come into the Church O btiſt. By 
the garment is undoubtedly meant, ſincetity of true ne- 
o that I may hence aggue: 
If Ged will accufe and condemn men for coming into his Church, or the 
communion of Saints without ſincere faith and repentance, then it is not the 
appalsited ule of baptiim to initiate choſe that profeſs not fincere taith and 
repentance, But Infants proſeſt mot fincere faith and repentance, as-is mi- 
feft by ſenſe, there ſore it is. not the poi med uſe of baptiſm 10 initiate In- 
ants. ＋ 14 21 | 11 
J Pag. 145. The Thirteenth Argument is this: We muſt baptize none that 
profeis not the mſel ves Chriſtians; But no Infants profe{s themfelves Chri- 


jor is certain, becauſe it is the ule of baptiſm to be our ſolemn lifting fign into 
Chrifts Army, our initiating ign, and the folemnization of our mariage 
to Chrilt, and proteffing ſigu that we are Chriftians, and we do in it dedicate 
and deliver up our ſelves to him in this relation as his own, So that in bap- 
tilm we do not onely promiſe to be Chriftians, but proſeſs that we are ſo al- 
ready in heart, and now would be folemnly admitted among the number of 
Chriftians; the minor I prove thus. 
1. No man is truely a Chriftian that is not truly a Diſciple of Chrift 
[ that is plain Act. 11.26. ] No man is truly a Diſciple of Chrift that doth 


1 5 is truly a Chriftian. The minor I prove thus: No man js truly a 
iiciple of Chrift that doth not profeſs to forfake all contrary Maſters, or 
Teachets, and to take Chrift for his chief Teacher, conſenting to learn of 
him the way to ſalvation: but no man maketh this profeflion that profeffeth 
not faving faich and repentance; Therefore no man that profe(seth not faving 
faith and repentance is truly a Diſciple of Chriſt. | 
The major is evident in the natute of the relation, the minor is as evident, 
in that it is an act of faving Faith and repentance to forfake other Teachers, 


and 
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and to take Chrifl for our fole or chiet teacher in order to ſalvation .2 No 

is truly a Chriftian that proſeſſeth not to take Chrift for his Lord and King, 
forfaking his Enemies: But no man doth this but the profefsors of u faving 
faith. Therefore, ot. 3. No man is a true Chriſtian that proſeſſeth not to 
take Chtiſt for his Redeemer, ho hath made prepitiation for fin by his blood, 
and to eſteem his blood as the Ranfom for Ginners, and to truſt therein; but 
none do this but the {sors of faving faith, therefore none elſe are Chri- 
ſtians. The major of all theſe three Arguments is further proved thus: 

No man is profelsedly a Chriflian that ptoſeſſeth not to accept of Chrift as 
Chriſt Cor to believe in Chrift as Chrift ] but no man doth profels to take 
Chriſt as Chrift, that profeſſeth not to take or accept him as his Pciclt, 
Teacher and King; therefore. t. The major is plain in it {elf : the minor 
is as plain, it being eſſential to Chriſt to be the Prieſt, Prophet, and King, 
and from theſe eflentials related to us and accepted by us, doth our own de- 
nomiaation of Chtiſtians ariſe, and that a bare aſſent without acceptance 
doch not make any one a Chriſtian is paſt doubt, and ſhall be further (poken 
to anon. | 

It baptiſm then be commonly called our Chriſtening, and ſo be our en- 
trance lolemnly into the Chriſtiun ſtate, then is it not to be given to them 
that are not ſo much as Chriftians by proſe ſſion. And furthermore if a 2 
deſectivs in the aſſenting part about the eſſentials of its object, ſerve not to de- 
nominate a man juſtly a Chriſtian, then a Faith defective in the conſen- 
ting ot accepting part above the eſſentials of the object ſerveth not to denomi- 
nate aman a Chriftian; but the antecedent is true, therefore’ lo is the con- 
ſequent. The antecedent is proved,becaule elſe the Turks arg Cbriſtians, be- 
cauſe they believe ſo many and fo great things of Chrift; and elſe a man 
7 be a Chriftian that denied Chriſts death, or reſuttectien, or other 

ials of Chriftianity. The conſequence is good, for Chriflianity is as 
truly and neceſſatily in the will as in the underitanding ; coment is as efen- 
tial an act of covenanting as any. So that I may conclude that as he is no 
Chriftian that profeſſeth not to believe that Chriſt is the Prieſt, Prophet, and 
King, ſo he is no Chriftian that proſeſſet h not to conſent and accept him for 
his Prieſt, Prophet, and King. bi : 
Tube fourteenth Argument is this: Our Divines ordinarily charge wie- 
ked men with contradiction of profeflion which is made in baptiſm, and they 
expound many places of Scripture, which the Armimant take as ſawuring 
their cauſe, to be meant according to the profeflion of wicked men. Bus is 
chargeth not {uch contradiction on per ſons baptized in Infancy, there fore it ſup- 
pofeth no profeffion or baptifm of theirs: and if we mult baptize none that pro- 
ſels not faving faith and repentance, we muſt not baptize Infants ,- who make 
no profefion, bal 

Pag. 177. Argum, 15. If all chat are baptized muft engage themſelves ta 
believe preſently ( in the next inſtant) yea, or at any time hereaſter, with 
a faving faith, then muſt they profe(s at prefent a laving faith; or if we muſt 


baptize none that will not ingage to believe favingly, then mutt we baptize 
none that will not proſeſs a faving faith; But no Infant will proſt ſe as faving 
faith, as is maniſeſt by reaſon and experience, ibere ſore we mujt baptize no 


The 


Infant, 
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| 28) | 
The antecedent is Mafter Blakes Doctrine, who affirmeth; Thot it is 
not neceffary th it they that come to bapciſm do profels a prefent faving faith, 
but its fufficienc that they engage themſelves to believe by ſuch a faith. The 
conſequence is proved thus: 

1. It is not the beginning of favirig faith which we are to engage our ſelves 
to in the Sacraments, but the continuance, therefore the beginning is pre- 
* in that engagement, and fo we mult no more baptize without a pro- 
feflion of faith in prefent, then without an engagement to believe hereaſter; 
the antecedent is proved thus Hes 

“There is no one word in Scripture either of precept or example where any 
perſon in baptiim doth e, or is to engage to begin to Mlicve 
witha ſaving faith, or to believe wich a faith which at preſent he hath not. 
Shew but one word of Scripture to prove this ( iſ you can) if you cannot, 1 
may conclude, that therefore we muſt not require that which we have no 
Scripture ground torequire, 

Let Mafler Boxter ſhem but one werd in Scripture to prove th ( if 
he can) that any perjon in baptifm doth engage or i required to belicvc. 
or pro to believe shat anosbcr , am Infant may be admitted 10 baptiſm 
by virtue of its if N * I may, contlude, that there ſore we muſt 
not ire that which we no Scripture ground to require, nor 
mit or other, by of a Parents, or 
ties profeffion or promiſe to believe for an Infant. Naser 
Pag. 149. Argum. 16. If chere ca be no example given in Scripture of 
any one that was baptized without the profeffion ( and that bis own, by bis. 
awn (elf and no other Parents, Proparent or furety ) of a faving faith,nor any 
precept forfo doing, then muſt not we baptize any without it; but, the an- 
tecedent is true, therefore fo is the conſequent, and ‘therefore we muſt bapti " 
no Inſant, whomakes no ſuch pro ſe ton, as all examples in Scripture 2 
any beptized are of, and every precept for baptiſm requires. Let us review the 
Soriptute cxamples of baptiſm, which might afford us fo many ſeveral Argus 
ments, but that I ſhall put them together for brevity. 

1. 1 have alteady ſhewed that oh tequited the profeflion of true repent- 
ance ( by ibe baptized himſel) and that his baptiim was for remiffion of- 
in. | 
2. When Chrift own in the Apoftolical commiſſion, the nature 
and order of his Apoltles work, it is firit to make them Diſciples, and then 
ro baptize them into the name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt; and as. 
it isa making Difciples, which is fritexprefied in Mat ih. fo Mark cxpoun- 
devh who thole Diſciples are by putting beiieving before byprifm, and that we 


may know that it is a juftifying taith( of the Dijciple himſelſ) that he mea neth, 


he anne xeth firlt baptiſm, and then the ptomiſe of falvation, Math. 28. 19. 
Mark 16.16. (He that believeth and is baptized ſhall be faved. This is not 
like fome occafional mention of baptiſm, but its the very commiſſion of 
Chriftto his Apoſtles for preaching and baptilm , expreſleth 
their ſevetal works in their ſcvtral places and ower. Their fu task is to meke 
Diſciples, which are by Mark ca led believers. The ſecond work is to b= prize 
them, wherero is annexed the promife of their ſalvation. The third work js 
to teach them all other things, which are after ward to be learned in the 
School 
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29). | 
School of Chriſt. To contemn this order ( af Maſter Baxter deth in Infans 
baptifm ) is to eontemn all rules Of order: Fot here can we t xpect to find it, 
if not here ? I proſeſs my confeience is fully fatisfied from this Text, that ic 
is one fort of faith, even faving ,° that muſt go before baptifm, and the po- 
ſeſſion whereof ( by the Party bimfelf io be baptized ; He that believeth and 
is baptized, not another then the believer, make Difciples and bs * them, 
not otbers then the Diſciplet male) the Miniſter mult expect, of which (cc 
what is before cited out of Calvin and Pifcator. 

I fhull be amazed reading this paffigc, at the blindnc{s of Muſter Baxter, if 
Be fee not bow unaa{werably bis own words overthrow Infant bapti{m, or his hy- 
pocrifie, if being (atisfied, ar be (faith, in conſcience of bis own expofition he do 
not deny Infant baptiſm, and bewail bis alledging ef Matth. 28. 19. in hi 
Book termed, Plain Scripture proof of Infants baptifm, Part. 1. chap. 3. And 
I pray God to deliver me from {uch bardnefs of heart, be adds, 7 

That it was faving faith that was required of the Fews and proſeſſed by 
them, Adis 2. 38, 41, 48. is fhewedaircady, and —— in the Text. Ac, 
8. The Samaritans believed and had great joy, and were baptized into the 
name of Jeſus Chtiſt, verſ.s. 1. whereby it appeareth that it was both the 
underitanding and will that were both changed, and that they had the pro- 
ſeſſion of a faving faith (even Sinton himſelf) 44s 8. 37. The condition 
oa which the Eunuch mult be baptized was Li he believed with all his hearts] 
which he profeſſed to do, and that was the evidence that Philip did expect. 
Paul was baptized after true converſion, Ads 9.18. The Holy Ghoft fell on 
the Gentiles, Ads 10. 44. beforethey were baptized , and they magnified 
God. And this Holy Ghoft was the like gift 1s was given to the Apoſtles, 
who believed on the Lord Jefus; and it was accompanied wich repentance 
unto life, 11. 17, 18. 487 16. 14, 15. Lydia’s heart was ned be- 
fore fhe was baptized, and fhe was one that the Apoltics ¶ judged faithful to 
the Lord] and offered to them the evidence of her faith, Ads 16, 30, 31, 
33,34 The example of the Jaylour is very full to the reſolution of the que- 
ition in hand. | | 

He fitſt afketh what he fhould do to be faved 5 the Apoſtle anſwersch him; 
L Believe in the Lord Jeſus, and thou ſhalt be faved and thy houſe] fo that ic 
was a faving faith that is here mentioned. He rejoyced and believed with al 
his houfe, and was baptized that fame ‘hour of the night, or ftraightway. 
Ic is here evident that he profefled that (ame faith which Paul required, Ad: 
18. 8. [Cris the chief Ruler of the Synagogue believed on the Lord with 
all his houfes and many of the Corinthians hearing, believed and were bap- 
tizcd ] Here we have two proofs that it is faving faith that is mentioned. 
Thoſe in As 19. 5. were baptized as believers in Jeſus Chriſt. In a word, 

AL know of no one word in Seripture that giveth us the leaſt intimation that e- 
ver man was baptized without theprofeilion ofa faving faith. There is con- 
ſtantly this order in the preferibed duty, that no man fhould feck bapriim but 
a true believer , and no man fhould baptize any but thoſc that profels this true 
belief, cf, 3. 37. Philip is determining a queftion, and giveth this in as 
the decifion It thou believe with all thy heart thou mayelt } And to fay 
that this is but de bene (e, meaning that it includeth not the negative, 
L otherwiſe thou mayeſt not ] is to make Phrlip to have deluded and net de- 
E 2 cidid 
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cided or reſol val. Nie that liberty in expounding all ot her Scripture, and you’| 
make it what you pleale. A Dogmatical faith is not the Chriftian faih, nor 
any where alone denominateth men believers in Scrip-ure. I remember but 
one Text, Fobn 12. 4. where it is called believing on Chtiſt; ard but few 
more where it is ſimply called believing, but none where ſuch are called belie- 
vers, Diſciples or Chriftians, or any thing that intimateth them, admitted in- 
to the vifible Church without the profcflion of faving faith. I conclude that 
all examples in Scripture do mention onely the adminiftration of it to the 
proſeſſors of faving faith, and the precepts give us no other direction; and 1 
provoke Mifter Blake ( as far as is ſeemly for me to do q to name one precept 
or example for any other, and make it good, if he can, 

I conclude that all examples. of in Sc ipture do mention onely the 


‘adminiftrasion of it to the [ame perfons whe in their own perjons were profeſ- 


fors of faving faith ; and the precepts give us no other direction. And I pre- 
voke M-. Baxter (is far as is ſeemly for me to do) to name onc precept or ex- 
ample for baptizing any other, and make it good, if be can, and if net, by bis 
own reaſon he ouzht so, baprize mo dther, but muft reject baprifm. of Infants 
who do not in their own perſons profe[sJaving fash, and give over bis vain 
Plea of Parents or Propatents profeſſion of ſaving faith,as entitaling Infants 10 
baptiſm, which ( bis violence and wilfulne{s of pirit blind bim) bis Aen 


word. and arguments will inforce to do. 


Pag. 156. Argum, 17. is ftom 1 Pct. 3 ax. [ The like figure u hereto 
even baptiim doth alſo now fave us: Not the putting away the filth of the 
ficth, but the anſwer of a good Conſcience toward God J Whence I thus Ar- 

’ If baptiſm be appointed for our folemn admiffion into a ſtate of ſalyation, 
as Noahs Ark received men into a fhate of ſafety fromthe Deluge, then none 
mould be baptized but thoſe thatprofels that faich which entereth them into 
a ſtate oſ ſalyation; but no Infant pro ſeſſeib that faith which exntercib them 
into 4 (tate of {aluation,as mini ſeſt by Nase and rraſon, ihere fore no Infant 
Huld be baptized, Here it is implied plainiy that this is quoid nem ixſſitu- 
ent is as to the end of him that inſtituted it. the common appointed of baptiſm, 
which the Text mentioneth, though eventuall, it prove not the com: non ef- 
ſect through the errouts ol the receivers: and this appeareth, 1. In that it 
was ſpoken plainly in the text of the very nature and appointed uſe of baptiim, 
and ſo of baptiſm as baptiſm, without any exception, limitation, or diſtin- 


Aion. Therefore it is not (poken of any different uſe that it is appointed for 


to the elect, as diſtinct from its common ule.to others. Its ſpoken of that 
lignification and common uſe to which baptiſm is appointed, viz. to fave, 
elle we ſhall never be able to underftand the ufe of it, or any ordinance from 
Scripture, if we fhall take liberty to ſay ¶ E is this to one, but not to another} 
when the Scripture faith no fuch thing, but (peaks of the natute and uſe of it 


uit hout diſtind ion. Elle when it faith, [ citeumeiſion is a feal of the righ- 


teouſneſs oſ faith ] we may fay with the Amabaptifts, it was fo to Alrabam, 
but not to all others [ And when the Lords Supper is ſaid to be appointed for 
the remembrance of Chriſt ] we may fay, That is but to ſome, and not to 
others, when as the Text plainly (peaks of the ſtated uſe of the ordinances to 
all. 2 And in the type it is clear; for it was not ſome onely, but all that en- 


tered. 
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tered Noahs Ack, chat entered into a ſtate of ſalvation from the Deluge; there 
fore fo it is here as to the commanded ufc. 2 When baptilm is faid to ſave 
us, its plainly meant of the ſtate of falvation that Bapriim enteteth us into 
and not of bapriim ex opere operate, by the work done, (ff. King our (alvati- 
on: And ſo baptiſm comprehendeth che ſtate into which we are lolemuly by it 
initiated, As a woman that is mat led to an Honourable man, or aSould ier liſted 
pecs an Honourable Commander, is {aid to be honoured, the one by mariage, 
tie other by lilting. Where antecedent conſent is the foundation on both 
fides of the honourable relations, and che ſubſequent ſtate is the condition or 
{tate it ſelf which is honaurable, hut the ſulemn fignation is but the expref- 
fion of the former, and paflage to the later. | | 

3. Hereby it is apparent, that though the anſwer of a good confcience be 
the principal thing intended, and that faveth, yet the external baptiſm is here 
included as the fign and folemnization, ſo that when the Apoftle faith [not 
the putting away of the filth of the ficth ] he means [ nor the bare outward 
ct of wafhing alone, or as ſuch I but baptifm as it is entire, having the 
thing proteiied on our part, together with che profe fing fign. ; 

4. It is therefore but by way of lignification, obGgnation and complemen- 
tal exhibition, thacbapzilm favech, it being neither the fift or principal 
efficient or condition of it, but isvalucd as it is conjun& with the princi- 
pal caufes and condition for the attainment of theſe ends, W 

. It is not a meer remote means leading towards a ſtate of ſalvation that 

baptilm is here afficmed to be, but an enterance or means of entrance into 
that ſtate of ſalvation it ſelf. As the heart-covenant or faith doth it principal- 
ly, fo baptiſm fignally and complementally. This is plain. 1. Becaule it 
is not (aid to help us towards a ſtate of ſalvation, but exprell/ to fave. 2. 
Becauſe the type which is here mentioned, vix the Ark, was ſuch a means, 
that all that entered into it for preicrvation from the Flood were actually ſa- 
weifromin 
All this laid togetherdoth confirm both the antecedent and couſequence, 
of my Argument. Calvins words oa the Text fignifie, 1, that no baptized 
men are excluded from (alvarion but Hypocrites. 2. That they that areex- 
eluded from ſalvation for all their bap:iiim are (uch as did deprave and corrupt 
it, and not juſtly uſę it. : 
Tet another Argument may hence be raifed, thus, Argum. 2. It, according 
to the inftitution, the anfwer of a good cenſcience mult be joyacd with bap- 
- thim for the attaining ofits end, then we muſt admit none that prafeſs not 

that anſwer of a good cOnfcience: Bit uo Infant dorb profels that anſwer of 
agood Conſcience, at mani ſeſt ſenſe: Therefore we muſt admit no Infant 
to baptifm. But the former is certain from the Text, for baptiſm is ſaid to 
fave3:hat is, its appointed ule, yet not the external washing, but the anſwer of 
a good conſc ience doth it; therefore this is of neceflary conjunction, and 
without it baptiſm cannot attaig Is end, bat i: is to be adminiſtred and re- 
ceived one ly in order ta the attaſament of its end, and therefore never in a 
way by which the end is apparently not attainable. What this anfwer of a 
good conſcience is, we ſhall further enquire anon. Both the common exp fi- 
tions fally confirm the point ch maintain. The eflemblies Annot. recit: 
bock has: | 

E Hence 


> 
4 


is aforefaid. 


themiſclets ta profit im the ordinary heating of it, there undoubtedly is the 


Hence by the an(wer ofa good confctence we may underftand that un- 


‘Feignéd¢aich, wheredf they made confeſſion at their baptiſm, and whereby 
their conftiences were purified , and whereby they received abe remiffion of 


theit fins, &c. Some underftand by the anfwer of a good conſcience, that co- 
venant whercinto they entered at theit * „the embracing whereof they 
reftified by their unfeigned confeflion of their faith J viz. ſuch a faith as 


Pg. 160. A7gum. 18. No one may be admitted to bapiim , who may 


not be addmitted a member of the Church of Chriſt. No one may be admit- 


ted to be a member of the Church of Chriſt without the profeſſion of a faving. 
faich ; therefore no one may be admitted to baptiſm without the profe ſſion of 


(aving faith. But no Infant doch proſe ſt faving faith, as i manife/t by ſenſe, 


t hereſore no Infant may be admitted to bapti{m. I {peak of fuch admiffion to 
Church memberthip as is in the power of the Miniſters of Chrift, who have 
the Keys of his Kingdom to pen and let in, as well as to caft out. The 


major is paſt queſtĩon, becauſe bap: iſm is dur ſolemn entrance into the Church, 


who were betore entred by private confent, and accepted by the covenant 

of God. All the queftion is of the minot „ which I ſhall therefore 
rove. 2 

: 1. It is before proved that all the 8 of the Church muft be ſuch as 

art vifibly, folemsly, ot by profeſſion, fan@ificd from former fin, cleanſed, 
juſtified perions of God, the heirs of the pramife, c. But this cannot be 

without the profeffion of a ſaving faich 5 therefore, c. 2. This is alſo be- 


fore proved, where it was fhewed, that noother are Chriftians or Diſciples. 


z In Ads 2. 41, 42. Cc. The many thouſand that were added to the 


Church were ſuch as gladly received the docttine of faving faith and repent- 


ance, and continued in the Apoſtles doctrine and fellowfhip, and breaking of 


bread and prayer, and fo far contemned the world as to {cll all, and make it 


common. And doub:lefs no man continued in thoſe ways (of doétrine fel- 
lowhhip, prayer, cc.) without the profeflion of faving faith and repentance, 
for the very ule of theſe is ſuch a proſeſſion, of which faith Calvin in Act. 2. 
42. ergo vcram Cbriſti ccclefiam3; Hic nobis ad vivum depicta eſt 
ejusimago, ac initium quidem facit a doffrina, quæ vcluti eccieſiæ anima eſt, 
(not % barely heard, but as profeſſed and ceceived) nec quamlibet doftri- 
nam nominat, ſed Apoftslorum ; boc eff quam per ipſorum manus filius Dei tra- 
didergt: ergo ubicunque per ſonat pura vox Evangelist , ubi in ejus profeffione 
manent homines, ubiin ordinario cjus auditu ad profectum ſe exertent, illic 
indubie eft coclefis Gc. Quare non temere h. c quatuor recenfet Lucas, quum deſ- 
fcribcre vult nobis vite conjlitutam ecclefia ſtatum. Et nos 4d bunc ordinem e- 
niti conventt, fi cupimus vere cen{ ri eccleſia ceram Des cꝰ Angelis, non inane 
tantum cjus nomen bomines jactare ] Therefore we ſeek out the true 
Church of Chriſt : its image is here painted to the lite, and verily it begins 
from the doct: ine; which is as it ere the foul of the Church, neither doth 


he name anv docttine, but of the Apoſtles, that is to fay, which the Son of 


God had delivered by their hands, therefore wherefoever the pure voice of the 
Gbipc! founds, whtte men remain in the profeſſion of it, where they exerciſe 


Wherefore Lute mentions theſe four things not without juſt ground, 
When 
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3 
when he would dęſeribe the duly conſtituted fare ot the Church and irs con- 


venient that we fhould endeavour to attain to this order, if we delire to be a 
true Church in the fight of God and Angels end not onely to boat of he vain 
name thereof before men, And verf. 47. it is ſnid tbat the Lord added dai- 
ly to the Church fuch as ſhould be faved. Icdefcribeth them that were added 
tothe Church, viz. that they were (uch as fhould be faved, or.as Bex piel- 
deth co another reading | and fo Grein and many others] ſuch 28 faved 
themfelves from at untoward Generation [ qui ſeſe quoridie fervandes reci- 
piebant in ecclefiam } Who dally added themſelves to the Church that they 
might be faved. 4 

The Church is the body ei Chriſt, Col. 1. 18 14. and none ate members 
of bis body but ſuch as either are united to him, and live by him, or at leaſt 
(com tu do ſo. The Chutęh is ſubject to Chriſt, and beloved of Chrift, and 
cherifhed by him: We are: members of his body, of his fleſh, and ot bis 
bones, Epheſ f. 24 25, 30 And thaſe that are againſt che general tedemp- 
tion, me thinks fhould be moved with the confiderarion, that it is che Church 
that Chrilt gave himſelf for, even the vifible Church which he parchafed with 
his own blood, Act, 20. 28. Epheſ. f. 28. and he is the Saviour of his bo- 
dy, verſ. 23. But ſo he is nat effectively the Saviour of the proſeſſ ors of a taich 
that doth not juſtiſie: mrt Fer according to opinion, he is the ef- 
five Savior of thole that profeſs 2 juſtiſyiag „ and 
ofthe ſincere / but of others neither way 

Hitherto Divines have gathered from the pain Texts of Scripture, that 
there is but one Charch, one faith, and one baptiſm; and thoſe that had this- 
faith really, were to be bapriaed, and were real members of the Church, and” 
that thoſe that prof {led this faith, and ſoſcemed to have it when they have it 
not, are vilible members of the Church, and are fe taken, becauſe their po- 
feſſion is ſenſible to us:; and by that they feem to have the thing profiled 5: 

but and chiefly Majter Baxter are fallen into new concits 
in ibeſe. 

1. They feign a new Chriſtian faith to themfclves , to wit, 4 belicvi-g 
immediate by the faith of a Parent or Prepsrent;(o that before there was but one 
Chriftian faith, and now they have made two. 2. And fo before, there was 
but one fort of ceal, ſetious, or ſincete Chriſtians, conſiſting of ſuch as had 
that real Chriſtian faich, (im thci/ own perſont) and now they have found 
out another fort of them, 10 wit, belicucrs by anothers faith. 3. So they have 
feigned a new baptiſm, for the old baptiſm was for remiffion of fin, and bu- 
rial and refurrection with Chrilt, and to ingraffe men into the Church, which 
isthe body of Chrilt, upon the profeffion of a faving faith: But now they d- 
mit to baptifm, as they term ity Infants without any profeffion of ſaving fit h, 
nade by them to ſcal an imiginat covenant of grace mate by God to believing 
Parents and their (ced; without any Covenanting or ſcaling by the-biptized per- 
ſon, upon 2 pretended title of Parents and Proparents faith, and injicad of 
baptizing old ibey dis] by putting under Water and comins 
outagain, {0 4° to referable Chrijts burial and reſurrettien; and their 
canformi:y thereto, 1 ¢y call ihat baptifm , and fay falily whey bapsige when 
they onciy fbrinkle or pour water onin Infint without fuch dippingy.as of ol 4 
Mafler Baxter pag. 70. con was ed and expreffed bythe 

Om. 
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Rom 6 4.5. 4. Andahey have feigned alſo a new kind of Church t For 
the Church of Ch iſts conſtitution is but one, which is called viſible from 
mens profcflion, ana invitible from the faith profcfied. But they have made a 
Church which confifteth of a third fort ot members; that is, of men that 

neither haye faving faith nor profels it, but onely are Infants, whofe Parens 
or Proparents haue faith. 20 
5. To this end they ha ve con founded the Church and cke Porch the Vineyard 

& the adjacent part of the wilderneſs: thoſe that heretofore were not ſo much as 

Catechumeni, ot men in prepatation for the Church » bus oncly defigned 10 

beline{s , and boped and expedited to be in after time when_they came to under- 

ftand the Chriftian f:. Courch-members, are now brought into it, and are 
annumerated to true Chriftians, before they once profefs themfelves to be (uch. 

6. And hereby [ by Infant bapti{m] alſo one ay the two forts of teaching, 

which Chriſt diſtinguiſheth, Matth. 28. 19, 20. tegen away, to wit, that 

reaching which draweth men to-Chritt, and maketh them Diiciples, and per- 

(wadeth them to receive Chrift Jeſus the Lord. For they take him for à Di- 

ſciple ( fo Mafter Baxter of bapti{m,part, 1. chap. 3.) that is nes learning to 

be a Diſciple, yeas though be do not fo much as ſubmit to leatn, nor hh lear- 
ned any prepatutory trutgs, though yet he be not made a Diſciple indeed, nor 
profeſs to be, | 

Nlaſtet Baxter is deeply offended with Maffer T. for denying Infants to be 

Chriflians or members of the Church mediasely, gre, But I fhall fry ſome- 

what more concerning thofe Infants that are affertcd by him to be Difciples, 

who do not fo much as profels a faving faich, viz. that they are no — 
of the Church at all, and are not fo much as to be named Chriftians, nor to 
be admitted into the viſible Church. No man can prove that ever one man 
was admitted a Church- member in all the New Teſtament, without the 

feffion of a ſcuing faith, Ocherwiſe we ſhould have two diſtinct Churches 

(pecially different, or two forts of Chriftianity, and Chriftians differing to- 

ta hecie, in the whole kind, becaufe the profeffion by 4 Parent and Proparent 

whichis made by him, their qualification doth make a difference fpecifical be- 
[uch Chriſtlans and Church members, and Chriftians and Churcb- 
members. When the Jaylor Ads 16. 30, 32, 33534. was admitted into the 
Church by baptiſm, it was upon the profefling of fucha believing, by which 
both he and his houſhold might be faved, asis before ſhewed. And fo of all 
orhers in thole times. 
Pag. 163. Argum. 19. If we once admit men to baptiſm wishout their own 
perfonaiprojeffion, we ſhall be utterly confounded, and not be able to give a- 
ny tatistactory rcfalution wbofe profefion may be a ſuſſicient qualification to en- 
title to h mtiſu, and ſo never be able to practice the Poctrine of Pæ lobiptiſw, 
2s being utterly uncertain what Infants to baptize: Thi might be manifest by 
confidertng thc {everal conceit of Pxdobaprilts, fome mbereof make the fab 
of the Church {uficient , fome ibe ſaiib of a believing Nation, fomé of any an- 
ccftors; fome of the ſureties, fomeof the next Parents, fome of the Parent in- 
churched, fomcof the Parent or Propsrent, and this they claim by 4 covenant 
w ich they can extend to ther then the Parent, whois a believer, not onely: 
by Profeffigns-but aljo really be fore God, which can be ku] to no admixi- 
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lobaptiſts ſpeał fo much und purpoſely of ibi point, particularly A aſier 
Bxter of baptifm, Part. f. ¢bap, 29. that one would chink we may expect an 
exact refolution of this point from him, if from any man, and yet he is uncer- 
tain what to ſix upon, and if he reſolve on any thing it is without proof, as is 
foowed by Mafter T. Review, Part. 1. Sect. 3 J. 37. Exereit. Aegum. 9. 11. 
Review part. 2. Sect. 10. 13. 17. Part. 3. Sect. 30. . And I perceive that 
the ſtteſs ol the differences between Maſter Baxter and Maſter T. did reft N 
mucb in this, and no wife man will leave his grounds till he fee where he may ö 
have better ( eſpecially when the grounds are ſo plain as thofe of the Antipa- 
dobipti[ts are from Chrifes inftitution, Muth. 28.19. Mark 16. 15,16. and 
the Apofiles practice, which Aaſter Baxter bath here {o amply proved to be of the 
baptizing oncly of perſon whe themfelves proſeſ i a faving faith) unleſs he 
mean to be fer nothing, or of no Religion. No man can tell where to fix, 
not what we muſt conient to, to procute a title, if we once fotſake the prefent 
ground of the Perfons own * of faving faith who is to be baptized, 
Wat is {aid to the contrary is anſ wered in the books forenamed, and it is not 
meet to be {sill writing for thoſe lax le Readers, that had rather erre then be at 
the pains of reading what is already written. None are Difciples upon the ac- 
count of your other faith, but of either faving faith or the proſeſſion of it ; | ; 
none are Chriftians on theuccoumt of your lower kind of faith, but oncly of | 
faving faith or the proſeſſion of it. Once for all I let you know, that I take 
faving faith to be the conſtitutive or neceſſaty qualification of a real or myſti- 
cal member 5 and profeffion of that faithto be the qualifying condition of 
vifibility of memberſhip. I confeſs ſtill that the ſeal is to others beſides belie- 
vers , but though the promiſe be conditional, ve muſt not ſeal to any but thoſe 
that proſeſs conſent to the conditions 3 and therefore not to any but thoſe that 
profels to be true believers. a | 
Pag. 190. I find’ by fad experience (to my forrow) that a confiderable part 
of ſome Pariſhes ot Villages are ignorant of the Fundamentals. I have fpoken 
with abundance that know not Chrift'is God ot man, or either (but they 
fay he isa Spirit) nor that the Holy Ghoft is God, nor why Chrift died, not 
that any fatista@ion is made for our fins, ot any thing done, or neceſlary to 
their pardon, but our own repentance and amendment, and with ſome that 
know not that thefoul gots td heaven before the reſurreetion, nor that the bo- 
dy thall ever rife again. 
Now I would know of Mafter Blake whether all the children of thefe Pa - 
rents muſt be baptized again or not ? For certainly theſe have not 2 Dogma- 
tical faith, which is the thing that he faith entituleth to baptiſm. And then 
what certainty have we thit any of our anceftors had a true Dogmatical faith - 
And I would know of Mifter Baxter whether ſuch children are not to be bapti- 
ged again? Sure if be {sy no, bom can be allow that baptiſm which ir without | 
a-Profeffion of {tving faith? If be fay yea, bow can be affure bimfelf that any 
of eur ante ſtors bad right baptifm ? Methinks few that bold Mafter Baxters 
Tenets ſhould all om of tbe baptiſm of the greateſt part of Englifh People who are 
no better then thofe Maſter Baxter mentions, and jet nc Maſter Baxter nor 
other P adobsptifts do baptize {uch when they come to profefs — 
the faith of Cbriſt. — 
Pg. 195. My Twentieth and laſt — is drawn from the conſtant 
actice 


3 
2 
— 
— 
‘ 


5 


(8369 
practice of the univerfal Chuſch of Chrift. Ic bath been the conftant pra- 
ctice of the Catholick Church from the Apoſtles practice till now to require 

dat proſeſſi on of faving faith and repentance, as neceſſary, before they would 
baptize ; therefore it muſt be our allo. Bus is is orberwife in In- 
fant baptiſm, as experience fhews , therefore the practice of it is net right. 
For the of the Churches practice, Tht Le 

1. I have already {aid enough about the Apoſtles own practice and the 
Church in their days. 
2. The conftant practice of the Church ſince the Apoſtles to this day is un- 
doubtedly known.1.by the very form of words in baptifm,and 2. by the hiſt 
of their proceedings therein. 1. It is certain that the Church did ever baprize 
into the name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. And as E have proved 
before, the voluntary ſeeking and reception of that baptiſm containeth the 
actual profeffion of a faving ſaith. 2. It is certain that the perfons to be baptized 
if at age) did ptoſeſs to believe in the Father, Som, and Holy Ghoft. 3. 
It is alſo certain, that they did proſeſs to reno unce the Fieth, the World, and 
the Devil. 4. And it is certain that they promiſed ſot the future to live in new 
obedience, and thus they publickly entered the three flipalations 3 Credis ? 
credo: Abrenuncias? abrenuncios Spondes ꝰ Spondco. Doeſt thou believe ? 
IL pro- 
It vs the conſtant doctrine of the Fathers and the Church then, that faith 
and repentauce ( given in vocation ), did go frit, and that Juſtiß cation, 
Adoption, and San@ification followed after. And ſo they took this juſtify- 

An faith and repentance to be prerequifite to baptiſm, therefore they ever re- 

oad before hand whether they believed in God the Father, Son, and Holy 

Ghboſt, and renounced the Fieth, the World, and the Devil (as is aſoreſaid) 

and cauſed them to s this before they would baptize them. And as it is 
true of the ancient Church, chat they never baptized any without the pro- 
ſe ſſion oflaving faith and repentance, ſait is true of all ihe Chriftian Chur- 
ches in the world that L can hear of to this day. i 

The Papiſt temſel ves do ule the fame words in baptiſm, as are before ex- 

preſſed, and require a proſe ſſion. And though their falſe doctrine force them 

to mifexpound their om words, yet cuſtom hinders them from changing 
them ; and for the reformed Churches it is paſt all queſtion, by their con- 
ſtant practice,that they require the profeflion of a faving faith, The practice of 
the Church of England till the late change, may be ſeen in the Common 

‘ prayer book, wherein all phat is ſore - mentioned is required, even from the in- 

fant, to whom the queftion & propounded, doeſt thowwenounce ? doc ſt than be- 
lieve? wilt thou be'bapsized ? alsbough they took the anſwer ef the furetics 
os if it were the childes, and ſij in the Catechi{m they now promife, and per- 
form faith and ance by sbeir fureties. In the conſe ſſion of faith of che 
Aflembly.at Weftminfter, <p 28, and again in the fhorter Catechifm , 
teſſioa of faith in Chrift, and obedience to him is the thing required. bey 
hri 


add alſo in the Dice@&ory [ that all who are baptized in the name of C 
co renounce, and by their baptiſm are bound to fight againſt che Devil, the 
world ag ebe ficfh. 
Caluinin 48, 8. 37, faith [ non admittitur Eunnchus ad bapsif- 
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mum nif fidem 


feffus, binc fumenda eft univer{alis fegulas non ante reci- 
piendes e fein Bee ubi teſtai fucrint 

ſa eſt N 7 That the Bunuch was not admitted to baptilm till 
faith, Hence this univerial rule is to be gathered, that thofe are not 
to be received into the Church, who before were ſtom it, till they 
fut teltifie they believe in Chrift for baptifm is as it were an Appendix to 
weg es therefore is later in order: then if it be given without faith,of which 
tis the feal , tis a wicked and too grols a ation. Here note: 1. That 
bapriim (as teceived ) is the fealof our tait ( how much foever denied by 
Matter Blake ) as it isthe feal of Gods as adminiftred. 2. That the 
follow faith. 3. And that it is no better then 
profanation of it, ifit without faith 5 that is. 1. ifthe par- 
8 rs it without the preſence of faith, 2. if the Paftor adminifter it with- 
lke purpofe [peak many mere, but to ſalve Infant baptiſm ibey fay tbat 
promife to an Infant, to be born in the psy 
is inſtead of her, shat for it they by a judgement of charity are taken to be 
regencrate, and shas ts as as wwe howe of perfous of and is (uffcient 
_ warrant to baptizerbem. Bus 1. they prove none of thefe. 2. nor are they true. 
3. nor were they true wonld — ae nfant baptifm, when tbe “Infti~ 
tation it ( as they confefs ) to baptize them believe by the Preacbing of 
the Gofpel to them, Matth. 28.19. Mark 16. 16, whereby the inadversency 
¢ the generality of Proteſtant Divines in this poins may be difcerned, and by 
reading of this book all i perfons may perceive Ma — 

er beedle{nefs , and, ij be perfi{s in d defending Infant bapsifm, bie 
tinacie in if be do bis| forfaking bis 
ne in bis book o » bie impenitencie and warighteons ng 

with the Church of God wbich be hash injured 
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| 9 of Mr. Richard Baxters 
Ten Reaſons of his practice about 
INF ANTI ATTISõ M. 


— 


— 


Delivered in a Sermon at Bewaly in 
WorceSterfhtie, May 4th. 1656. on 


CoLrossilans 3, 11. 


— 
— 


— — — — — — 


By JounTomses, BD. 


— 


— 


n is granted Chrift is all, and in al In ſanti elect and regencrato, 


Aer Baxter pres ching at Bewdly Chappel, May 
4th. 1656, on Cel. 3. 11. towards the cloſe of 
bis evening Sermon, propounded this queftion, 
Whether Chrifis being all in all, be meant of 
Infants, which be determined s ffirmativcly, 
and then prefacing that became to give a rc 
of bis own faith , and net to difpute with any. 
2 one, confirmed his determination thus. 1. If is 
not denied but c lect Infants are in Chrift, and 
members of bis body. 2. then this Col. 3 11 
will reach to Infants. 3. Elct Infants mecrly, 
as elect are not in ꝓeſus Chrift, 4. Mt cannot conclude any Infant cleat pithcus 
ſeme word of God declaring i is us, 3. No word of God doth declare to us thas 


any 


— ͤ 


~ ‘any Infants of unbelievers are eledt, 6. If nov they,then she Infants of believers, 
To this I ceply,-thoughMafter B. intended then no folemn diſpute, yer 
intended to maintain that which my lelf, and others of the baptized there 

Aid oppoſe, and chat this was his drift and the occafion of his preaching, is 
apparent from His words and ot her circumſtances, and therefore I have rea- 

- As for bis queftion it was needlefs,. fith I never denied that ¶ Cbriſr it all, 
and in lis meant of Infants elect and renewed, that is, that they are kers 
of (piritual blefsings in Chriſt, and are united to im whether they | 
or Gentiles , which is the meaning of the Text, as verſ. 10, 11. thew, in 
which thoſe in whom Chrift is, and is all things to, are thoſe who bave put on 
the New Man, are Elett of G, Holy, and beloved 3 and therefore I yield cl 
are members of the invifible body of Chrift 5 but this is nothing to Maſter Bs. 
purpole who would have them to be accounted viſible Church members: For 
an elect perſon or inwardly renewed is not barely as ſuch a vifible churchmem- 

ber, but as a profeffor of faith, which eled Infants renew'd are not. Infants in te 
womb, as John Baptiſt, may be elected and renewed by the ſpitit of God, Luke 
1.15. K. and yet no viſible C For he is not a viſible Church- 
member who is not yet a viſible man. But t hat all the Enfants of believersare 
not elected, is certain from the Apoſtles determination, Rom.'9. 6, 7% 8, 9» 

10, 1, 12,13. Eſa was not clected, though Ifaacs child, nor Ifhmaci, 

We have chere a plain word that ſome are elected, and we l ave as plain a 
word verſ. 10. 4. that ic is not tied to believers children , nor unbelievers 
children excluded, byt thus is ordered freely by the councel of Gods will, 
without any certain rule whereby we may diſcern who are e&, who 


— 


It is denied that @ Parents aft of profe or devoting is taken for the childes . 
ad, as to baptiſm, and Maſter Bs, reafons are anſwered. 


After B. aſter this queſtion ſtarts another, A hether it may be [aid shar 
Chrift ir all and in all to all Infants of belicvers before they cume to pro- 
feffion of epee becaufe its objetted we haue no grounds of their finceritys un 
to which he anſwered, That we have no aſſurance in Scripture or any where elfe 
of tbe fincerity of any profeffor of faith, and bereſore baptifm is admini{tred 
on lower grounds then 1 the perſon fincerity who is baptized, which 
I grant, and therefore in oppofition tome, and thoſe at Bewdly who concunt 
| with me, he needed not have.anfwered this objection. My conſtant Doctrine 
| | hath been that shough God accept not any baptized perſon, but ſuch as ate fin- 
1 cere, yet the baptizer is allowed by God to baptize a frofeſſot of the true fa 
| without aſſuranee of his 
1 That which Mafter B. would infer followed, to wit, that then we migbt 
| alfo upon the fro ſeſton of the Parents. 1. becaufe upon the 
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Parents there is a probability of the chitds profefion, 2 No In ſam amoral 


„ nor capable of accepting or rejecting by bis own will or Power, and 
— ore it is to be conceived their Proſeſſion when acted By orbers..3. The 
nature of true lovein Parents to children ties them to covenant for their chil- 


dent intereſt ar in any Lindsbcy buy. 4. The nature of Faith and Santit- 


ficasion is (uch as ibat she believer doth devote all he bath to Cod, and ſe bis 
children; he is nas a true belicver who doth not, it being virtually in Faiib it 


They miftake as who make the World believe that we aſſert 4 change in our 
children by nature, whereby we count them in Chrift and in the Church, 5. God 


doth and will accept all that is devoted 1 bim, an children being devoted 10 


bim, God doth and will accept of ibem. 6, There no 10 devote aayte 
God, but by the means and way of God, and that is no» bapti{m. 

Anw. Chriſt becomes all things to Infants elect by the virtue of his death, 
reſurtection, interceſſion. the giving his ſpitit. We are to boptie upon pre- 
ſeſslon ol taith, though Chrift be not all things, not in the perfons baptized, 
if he proſeſs faith, and fo appears as if Chriſt were in him. But that Gad doth 


take a Parents proicflion inilead of the childes ſot baptiim and viſible Church- 


memberfhip,is a hct ion which che Script ure mentions not, nor do Maſter Bs. 
reafons proye it. * 
As there is a probability, that the Parent 


* 


proſeſſing the child will proſeſs, 


fo there is a probability from the mortal of Parents, their apoſtacy, the 


cottuption of nature, the temptations iacident to them, the frequen: expe- 
rience ve have of childrens degenerating that they wit! no If it were proba- 
ble they would, yet that is not a ſufficĩent realon to baptize them, lor that is 


to be done onely on the perſons profeflion not probable but certain, not ſu- 


ture but paſt 3 nor is there any brought that God doth accept, or allow 
us to take a Parents profeflion tor his Infants, though the Laws of men do ac- 
cept of the Parents Covenant, and ſo they do any purchafe:s covenant for the 
Infants intereſt, yet that it is ſo in Gods covenant of grace, or the infticuticn 
of baptif{mshath not yet bin ſhewed nor ever wil. And this inſerence, men doo, 
Ergo, God will. do ſo, is ſo irivolous and derogatory from Gs fupremacy ; 
that I ſuppoſe every advãſed C hriſtian will reject it. Nor do I think it true 
God doth or will accept all that is devoted to him, except it be devoted to 


him after his own appointment. - 


la the Law. diſclaims the accepting the Lame, Blind, Unclean, 


MIA. 1. Nor though he do accept the devotion of the thing, doth it follow 
he will take it for a Church 


or one in Chriſt : I it wett fo, then it 
were in the power of any believer to make his child, his ſervant, yea, (ac- 
cording to the rate of Maſter Baxter reaſoning) his Horſe a Church-meme 
ber, ith he is to devote all to God, and God will accept it. Piel he. c-ofore 
have thought they might devote the Infant by croffing it after baptiſm, as 
their words in the thittieth Canon, or Dedicate of 1663, in which they pleaded 


ſor it, intimated. V. t neither it not baptiſm is devoting an Infant to Gad. 


Devoting is an act of the Tongue or Heart, or both, bapt iſm of the hand. H- 
nah devoted het fon before he was begotten, {ure none is baptized afore he is 


begotten. 
_ The fame way of devozing remaias fiill., therefoze fure devoting may be 
without 
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: 42 
without baptizing and tis another thing then baptifm. Mr. Baxter would have 
every 1. Parent devote his child, yra all he hath to God. Would he have 

“hina ot her to baptize their child, or all that they have, as their Horſes, Sheep, 
tec, This were lomewhat for Bell-baptiſm, Sheep-baptifm , as good as for 
lafant bapiim, They miflake not who fay Pædobaptiſts do make a 
change of eſtate from ehildren ot weath to be vilible Church members. in the 

coyenant ol grace by nature, in aſlerting thele as their birth ptiviledge, who 
illue from a believer, yea a believer by profeflion onely, who hath no eſtate 
in the covenant of grace himſelf. But were it granted Maſter Baxter that 
faith did include {uch a devoting, and that God would accept that which is 
devoted, and account the child devoted as a Chusth-membet in cavenant, 
fuse this can be true of no deyoting but that which is out of true ſincere belie- 
vinz. God loaths a bare profeflion without reality, as being a mocking of 
him, and therefore he that thould upon theſe fuppoficions baptize an Iufant, 
mult know that che devotigg Parent, bea seal fincere believet, elſe God will 
unifh him for prophaning his ge ( notwithitanding this idle talk of 
Maller Baxicrs ) which think Matter Baxter (as witty as he is) knows 


not. 
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SBCT. ILI. 


Chrifes admiffion of litiie children to bim for his bleffing , is no reafon they 
foould be brought 10 Mafver B. or he admit them to be Bai cd. 


Aſter B. addeth, I thought not to have {aid fomuch ef this, but becauſe 

is (poke n againjt it, and if notbing be polen te eftablifh fouls, 
who knows how many may [uffer? Paffing by ten and ten reajons befides theſe, I 
fhall grve jou theſe tenveafons for my practife, . 

Aw. Milter B. often ſeems unwilling tomeddle in this matter, preten- 
ding it to be an unpleaſant work to him, that he hath other things to imploy 
himielf in, that he is ofan infirm body, expe@ing death continually, and yet 
upon all occuſions, ox rather where there is no occaſion given, cunningly, and, 

I have caufe to conceive fubdoloufly (pits his venom againit me, and thoſe 
he calls Aasbaptifis, eſpecially thoſe of Bewily, whereBy he oppolech the 
truth and way of God, and hinders reformation covenauted. Though I lift 
| not ta enter ince any more difpures with (uch wranglers os he hath thewed 


| hinvelf to be, yet I think it gecellaty to thew the vanity of theſe his ceafons, 
7) as being grieved that the fouls, to whom Iwas once a Teacher, ſhould be ta- 
ken with fooleries as he vented. 
| I be have (o many ten reaſons of his practiſe of Infant baptiſm, it is like! 
| \thefe he choic to deliver are the chiefeft, aad fo by anſwering them 1 thali 
choſe who ace willing to be tatished that Mifter B. hath no ſufficient 
| | reafon npr hig practice. I know Mafter B. bath a fertile fancy, and can mul- 
| 


tiniy tcatons by thedosens, but withal I know his reafons are wont to be 


14 


fhabty, his Scriptures impertinent, fothat were it not chat he hath, gotten 2 
1. name, whereby it comes to pals that what he ſpeaks takes without trial, Pr 


* 

. | 

/ 


e generally being fuperficial and averſe from any through cxamination of f 
is dictates 1 might let them pals without dilcuſſing them. But things 
| being as they are chicfly at Bewdly , it is neceffary I thould view 


them. ae * 
Firſt, ſaich he, they were unce offered to Fefus Ghriſt, and he did accept of 
them, and wag very angry with shofe that would have rejetted and kept them 


from bim. 
y 


nfw. Though there be enough (rid in anſwer to thisin the ſecond part of 
my Review, Sect. 17. yet J tell Matter B. further: 1. that ualefs he thought 
him(elf Chrift; or that he could do for them as Chrift did, me thinks Malle 
B. ſhould not expect children fhould be brought to him becauſe they were 
brought to Chriſt. Can he impart that bleſling that Chrilt did to little In- | „5 
fants ? Can he tell whether the Inſants that be brought to him belong to 100 
2 the Kingdom of God? Lis true Chrift was angry with thole that kept them 
back from himſelf, and bid his Diſcites to permit them to come to him; 
but he was not angiy that the Apoſtles or other Diſciples received not them 
when brought to themfelyes, not did he appoint them to pern it them to come 
to them, but to hi nſehf, nor do we find. that ever any little children were 
brought in this manner to the Apo les, unleis to be cured of dileaſes j which 
when Maiter B. can do as they did, it is ft he fhould admit litele children to 
bia ; till then it is his attogent preſumptien to require little Infaars to be 
brought to him, becauſe they were brought and appointed ta be brought by 
Cluiilt to himſelf. 2. Me thinks Miſter B. fhould have good reafon a; u nſt 
his prad ice iron this act of Chr iſt, ſich neither did Chrift baptize, nor ap- . 
point his Apoſties to biptiae them, nor did che Apoſtles either baptize © 
them, or any other at any ti dc that we read of, or did ſigniſie by any word 
or act ion that they conceived CHiſts mind to have been they fhould be bap. 
tized. 
Ic che Apoſtles had judged this a wattant to baptize Infants, ſurely they 
would not have finned againſt Chrifts precept by negleGing it, nor have ſo 
failed in their duty as not to have communicated to us their knowledge of 
Chrifts mind herein. 
Did not Mafter B. imagine himſelf more quick-fighted then the Apo- 
tles, methinks he Should demarre on t is matter, and rather diſtruſt chis 
reafon, and abate his confidence about it; and che people of Bewdly, were 
they wilt, ſhould have afked him how it comes to pals that he could find 
warrant mn Chrilts ct to baptixe Infants, which mone of the Apoſtles did 
difcern. But we mult, isthe world goes, allow Milter B. to take himfelf,and 
to be taken by /Merce/ter {hire folk, pecially to be above an Apolile. 


| 
* 
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SECT. TV. 
Chrifts — Matth. 23.37. is no reafon for gathering Infants as vifible 
Charch-members to Chriſt by baptifm, 


Econdly, {aid Matter B. 1 know that the Lord seus Chrift did offer to 
the Jews, that if they would bus believe in him themfelves, be promiſed to 
gather their children in Churcbh- member ſhip, Matth. 27. 37. Ob Jetulalem, 
Jeruſalem e. 
Anſw. Mafter B. it ſeems knows that which no one elſe knows, nor can 
know, it he be not rather /afi cerebri, and doth but imagine he knows that 
which is not, Geminos ſoles & duplices Thebas, Surely, Matth. 23. 35. 
there is not an offer upon condition, but a declaration of a purpofe and en- 
4 deavour to gather; not Infants upon condition of the Parents believing, but 
1 to bring perlons themſel ves to faith by preaching the Goſpel to them, and fo 
% Gis cogather them, not barely to viſible Church-memberfhip,but to himfelf,thac 
4 ö is, to Union and Communion with himſelf. That this is the meaning 
of the words is apparent. 1. from the act of willing to gather the children to- 


1 j gether ; it was an iterated, and frequent purpoſe, and endeavour, as the 
j | , tetm [ hom often ] implies, and therefore could not be an immanent act 
: of Chriits will as God (as Arminians wrelt, it to maintain reſiſtible con- 
19 verſion and power of mans free- will) but an immanent act of Chrifts will, 
1 as man, vich an imperate act of the members often uſed. Now what act did 


Chrift uſe to gather togethet the children of Feruſalem unto him but his 
1 preaching ? For by that he oſten invited them to come to him, ohn 7. 37. 


1 guck 8. 2. Matth. 26. 56. Cc. Belides the preface he uſeth, O Ferufalem, 
eruſalem, thou that Killeſt the Prophet, and ſtoneſt them which are ſent un- 

5 to thee) plainly implies that he came to them to gather them as a Prophet 
> = ſent by God, yet expected the fame meafure which they had uſed to others, 
» | | which he foretold, verfe 34, 3 5, 36. before. So that unleſs we conceive that 


Chrift would have often by his preaching to Infants gathered them to him, 
there is no colour to imagine he would have gathered Infants to him, If Ma-, 
fterB.can thew any act of Chrilt whereby he would have gathered to him In- 
fants, he ſhould fay fomewhat for his purpole, till then his conceit will ap- 
car to any underſtanding man to be from ignorance, not from know- 
ledge. 2. trom that which is (aid here of thoſe Chrift would have 
gathered to him, that they would not, that they floned the Prophets 
and killed them, which are not to be faid of Infants: If any fay that 
it is faid of Ferufalem, that the killed the Prophets and ſtoned them 
| that were ſent to ber, and that ic was Feruſalem that would not, and 
a not the children of Ferufalem, whom he would have gathered , I re- 
ly, 
* 1. I is maniccſt that it is fail of them tliat they would not, whom 


Cwit 
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Chrift would have gathered. 2. That Feruſalem is no other then the chil- 
dren of Feruſalem, Feru ſalem being put for the people of Ferufalem, and the 
children of Feru{ siem for the inhabitants, it being a frequent Trope to under- 
ftand by the City the people, by the daughters, fons, children to under 
ſtand the inhabitants, and, when the matter requires the perfons of age in 
them, as Eyck. 16. 46. Cc. It is not as Maſter B. miſtakes the children of 
the Fews, but of Ferufalem, mentioned Marth. 23. 37. and, if it were, it 
could not be meant of Infants for the reafons given. 


= —— — ᷑ͥ — — — — — — 


SECT. v. 


Rom. 11. 23. 26, 16, 32. Col. 3. 11. Yield no reafon for Infams vifible 
Church. member fhip and bapti{m. 


12 faith Maſter B. it is plain in the word of God shat ben the Jews 

be converted, then their children {hall be members of she Church of God, 
Rom. 11. 23, 26. 16, 32. it tells un that God will have mercy on all, all H- 
rach Hall be faved, faith the Text plainly, then {hall all the Jews be in- 
Church flate. Doth not my Text fay, Cbriſt is all, and in all, then in In 

ants ? 

b Arſw. The Text faith not when the Fews thall be converted, then theit 
children ſhall be members of the Church of God, if it did, yet it follows got 
their Infant children ſliall be viſible members of the Church of God. That 
Text which faith God hath fhus up all in unbelief that be might, have mercy up- 

on all, doth mean that God will have mercy upon Gentiles as weil as Fews, 
as the words before flew, verſ. 30. 31. yet doth not mean that he will have 
mercy or hath had mercy on every Gentile, none excepted 3 for the contrary is 
manifeft by experience, and the Scripture,and therefore there is no neceſſity of 
under ſtanding it of every Jem at their converfion. Vet if it were (6 expoun- 
ded it would not prove, that Infants muft therefore be members of the vifible 
Church except he hold (which is tog grofs to affi m) that God hath mercy on 
none but viſible Chutch- members. All I{rael may be faved, and yet not every 
Tfraclite 5 every I ſraclite may be faved, and yet not evety Iſraelite a vifible 
Chriftian Church member. Chri/t i all and in all, and yet not in every Greek 
and Few; and ifhe were, yet it followes not every Greek and Few is avilible 

, Chriftian Church. member. 

{f Mgfter B. did any whit heed the conſequences on his expofinding and 
alledging Scripture, he might cafily perccive, that by his extending of | all) 
in thefe places without reftraint to every one, and by inferring from their fal- 
vation Gods mercy to them, Chrifts being, all and in all Infants viGlte 
Church-memberfhip, he may conclude vniverſal falvation, juftification, 
converfion both of Infants and perfons of age, and fo none be teprobates or 
damned, which are ſo conttgdictory to Scripture, Matth.25. 2 7 f. 1. and 
2. and elſcwhere, that none but fo raf a man as Mafter B. but would be wary 
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dow he expounds Scripture fo a8 to give any countenance to them. But of 


fome of thefe Texts, and Maſter Br. abuſe of them to the fame purpofe as he 
doth now, I have ſald enough in the firſt part of my Review, Sec&. 9. Whi- 
ther I refer the Reader who is defirous of a fuller anſwer. For my part I ſhould 
think my (elf unworthy to Preach to a People, or handle a Text in a Pulpit, 
if I fhould uſe the Scriptures as Matter B. doth theſe which he hath alledged 
fot his ptactice of Infant baptifm. Lets view the reft of his reafons, 


— — — 


SECT. 


Aaſter B. bath never yet fhewed an ordinance for Infants vifible Church. 


memberfbip, and therefore hath no reafon for bis conccit for want of 
my ſhewing a repeal. | 


N he, I am ſure shat God did once appoint Infants to le 
Church members, and this is not denied, and they give ws mo repeal, and 
N oncly to the Jews, but any Gentile proſeiyte ibu would might have 
4d it 4 ſo. 

Anſw. That in the national Church of the — of Iſrael Infants were 
members viſible is not denied, nor that the Profclytes Infants who were joy- 
ned to that people were alſo vifible members of that Church. That this was 
by Gods appointment by way of precept, except in the command of circumci- 
tion is denied 3 and for the precept of circumcifion, either Maſter B. muſt 
grant a repeal of it, or he muſt citcumc iſe fill. The viſible Church. member- 
ſhip Fewi/h, as it came in by Gods act of taking that nation to be his Church 
vifible,fo it ccaſed by the altering of the Chuich ſtate from national to con- 
gregational, from a gathering by natural deſcent iuto a gathering by prcach- 


ing of the Goſpel fo many as ſhould believe in Chrift. As Matter B. hach of, 


ten called for a repeal of his pretended ordinance of Infants vifible Church. 
member fhip,fo I have often called for a proof of fuch an ordinance of Infants 
vifible Church member ſhip as he aſſetts to be unrepealed. What paſt between 
him and me the laſt year about it with my anſwer at large to his laſt Letter, 
is printed, He thinks my faying the Few; Infants were vifible Church-mem- 
bers neither by precept or promile, but by a ttans fact of Gods providence to be 
abfurd. I chink it a manifelt errour that he thinks otherwiſe. He imagines he 
can fetch an ordinance from Infants viſible Church - member ſliip unrepealed, 
out of Gen. 3.15. Iwonder at his dotage therein: but for this I muſt referre 
the Reader to the Treatife, This reafon is taken oncly from a phantaſm of 


Matter Bs. Lei's view the next. 
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SECT. VII. 


The antiquity of Infants vifible Church-memberfhip is vainly made 4 rete 
fon of Mafler Baxters pr ice. 


* 


F Iſthiy, faith he there is none can prove fince the creation, that in any one age, 

except this one hundred yews, God bath bad any Church but what Infants 
were members of: And to ſiy that our Chu chis not a true conftituted Church 
whichGod bath lueſſed according as he {aid to bis Church in Haiab, a fad thing, 
as if God would blefs a falfe conftitused Church, 

Anſw. It is not neceflary we ſnould prove Infants were not vifible Church- 
members in any age, fith he claims their bapti m by the title of their vifible 
Church-memberfhip: it is his part to prove they were vilible members in the 
Chriftian Church diftin from the Fewiſh, ard that in the Apoſtles daycs 
afore corruption came in. In this cale the rule is goody the offirmer mutt 

ove,. the negative is fufficiently 7 by fhewing the affirmers proot in-- 
P fficient 3 and this is fully done in the third part of my Review, Sect. 52. in 
ot proved that Infants were not members in the firlt vilible Churches 
Chri ian. 

The Church conſtituted is either invifible or viſible ? The Church invifi- 
ble is conſtituted by God, and is never falſly conſtituted, it being conſtitu- 
ted by Gods election and true regeneration. The Church viſible may be {aid 

to be fallly conftituted,cither in teſpect of mattet or form : in teſpect of matter 
when Hypocrites are in it, in refpe& of form when the external form is not 
right, as when baptifm, diſcipline, or if there be any other external form by 
which they are inchurched, are not right. The Church invifible God always 
bleſſes, and t conceive the promile in Iſai h belongs to it. The viſible Church 
’ falfly conſtituted may be bleſſed of God, though there be hypocrites in it, 
though baptiſm and diſcipline be corrupted, yet God may have a people amc ng 
them whom he will fave 5 yea, the hypocrites may have much illumination, 
much reformation, many temporal bleſſings, and, though the Lord do not 
bleſs their corruptions, as ſuppoſe Infant {prinkling, Popafh or prelatical cere- 
monics or diſcipline, yet he may bleſs the preaching of the true faith to the 
faving of fouls there. This reafon of Mafter B. is 4 non cauſa pro caufa, as it 
God bleſſing a people among whom Infants are Church-members, and ſpr in- 

kled did bleſs them for that, and fhewed thereby his approbation: Though | 3 

Matter Simon Ford hath lately publithed.a frivolous treatile of the way to im- : 

prove Infant — yet where is the man to be found who is the better for 1 
it? if it ſſou d be proved ſome have been wrought upon by it, yet this proves 
no more Gods approbation of it, then what writers tell of benefit by images, 
fign of the crofs, monaſtick vowes, with many other humane inventions, 
proves they are approved of God 5 the truth is, this teaſoning would have hin- 
dred reformation of other corruptions which have been juſtiy reformed. If I 
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fhould ask Maſter Baxter to prove a Church wherein Infants had not the 
Lotds Supper till within ſome hundreds of years, J think bis proof would be 


able to like exceptions which he takes to our proof of the affertion that Infane 


baptiſm, as now taught, isa late innovation, and not for fome ages in the 
Chriſtian Church. 


Matter Baxter may make a great noile of Infant baptiſm in all ages, as he 
doth from fome inconfiderare fayings of Argujline, fome forged wiitings im- 
poled on ſome oſ the ancients, which do take much among the common (ort of 
learned and unlearned perfons, (pecially being (ce forth with fuch Rhetor ick 
as Mofter H. uſeth: But toa ſearching Scholar think it will appear, chat 
Infant baptiſm is as corrupt an innovation as almoftany that have been re- 
formed, ‘and that it hath not fo good countenance from antiquity, at Prela- 
cy, Lent fait, ule of the ſign ofthe crofs , other ſeſtivals; beides the Lords 
day, monaftick life, and ſundty mate things, which yct are reformed 2s cor- 
ruptions which crept into the Church, at, or before the time of the inttodu- 
Gion of Infant baptiſm ; this tesſon then may take with Matter Baxter, but 


J ſee not why it fhould prevail with any who without prejudice doth judici— 


* weigh the Teltimonics of Beclefiaftical Writers fince tic Apo- 
es. 


SECT. VIII. 


The cuſtom of the Saint: and Churches in the Ages after the. Apoſlles, 
is no ſaſe way nor goog reafon for Majicr Baxvers practice, 


After B. addeth, Sixthly, If it were fo dark in Scripture as many make 
N it to be, yet Ihn it the (afe/t way to go to Heaven that way that al- 
moja all the Saints of God have gon formerly. 1 Cor. 11,16. It is [aid bythe. 
Apofile, if any be contentions, we have no ſuch cuffome, neither the Churches 
of God: And I think for many hundreds of years there was no ſuch cuftom in 
the Churches of God, as to cxclude Infants from baptiſm and Church-member- 

ip. 

* ene Mifter B. himfelfdoth in his book of Baptifm pag. 3. fay, Infant 
baprif n is not plainly determined in Scripture, and pag. 301. of the fuſt edi- 
tion faith the cafe of Infant buptiſm is dark in Scripture ; and this it is true 
J alledged in My Pracurfor, Se&. 2. to thew how his own confi flion gain-fay’s 
the title of his book} and what he [ays in anſwer to it, that the grounds of it 
aeplain, doth but thew his overwhelming conccits of his own brats, ner doth 
a quit him from his contradi@ion to himfelf: for how can the ground be plain, 


_ when it is not plainly determined in Scripture, but is dark in Scriptdre? So 


chat indeed if we make it datk in Scripture we do no other thing then what 
Milter B. himſelf doth And for his prounds and conſeqaences, theugh they 
ay be luch os may ferve thoſe, who for title fake, and credit fake and cafe fake, 
are taken with them, yet they are CT fpeak upon through W of 


2 
| 
1 
| 
. 


(49) 

them, as may appear by my writings ) ſo, vain and frivolous,as that it thews a 
miade willing to be deceived in them that reft on them 3 for whois there that 
knowing the onely rule foc baptifm is the inticution of Ciſt, and the pra- 
ice ol the New Teltamenc, which againit all Popiſh and Prelatical inno- 
vations in the Lords Supper, and baptiiin is continually urged by Protejfunts, 


elpecially the Non-contormilts in England, and Seotifh Prejbyterians, fhould 


yet chink they ſhould be fo blinded (were they not willing to be deceived ) 
s when they conte/s neither precept nor example in the new Tettament for In- 
ant baptiim, yet to think {uch frivolousreafons as Matter B. (che fame is 
true Of what others bring ) brings fhould ſatisſie them in theſe practice, it 
they had any heart to fearch for and follow truch impartially ? Though con- 
fequences, it good, were ever allowed by me, yer it is no marvel (ome who are 
not verled in Schoo! diſputes fhould reje& conſequences, when they perecive 
Scholars make no better uſe of their Logick then to frame fuch conlequences 
as Matter B. doch which plain hearted men, though they cannot according to 
att antwer,yet eaſily diſcover to be fo contrary to the initicucion and ufe of the 
new Teſtament as that they cannot be tighr as herctofore though the half com- 
munion,the teal preſence, the Mafs,were by Pepi lophilters defended with tach 
realons as many women and men not bred in Schools could not aniwer, yet 
they did juftly reye& them when they fawshem manifettly beſides che infticuti- 
on & words of Chrift.On the other fide the baptiſm of believers is fo manifelt- 
ly agreeable to the initicuticion & practice in the New Tell. yes, & che age next 
after the Apottles, (as Miſter B. himſelſ doth often acknowiedge,and generally 
Infant baptitts ) and uryed by Chrift himſelſ. Adark 16. 16. by Peter, Aas 
2. 38. a8 antecedent to remilsion of fins, ( notwithitsnding Matter Fehn 
Goodwins gloſſes about Acs 2.38.) and falvation, that it is no marvel that 
plain hearted Chriſtians, who think it not fate by tricks of wit, ſuch as See- 
— Antibaptiſts, Pædobaptiſts ule, to clude fo plain and important a 
command, do yield to baptilmy and teject the new cuftom of Infant ſprink- 
ling, which the firlt Churches of Chriftians had not 3 and therefore that uxr, 
1 Cor, 11, 16. doth make againft Mifter BIN en, and is a good plea forus, 
who practice the baptilm of believers and Infant baptiim againſt Ma- 
{ter Baxter, to alledge, If any be contentions (as Matter B. and his aljociates 
in Morceſterſhire ate) foc Infant ſprinkling, we bave no fuch cuftom nor yee 
the Churches of God, astolprinkle Babies, but it is late for us to go thot way 
that Chrift and his Apottles went in, Beleivers Baptiſme, and all the Saints 
in the firft Ages practiicd and went to Heaven in, till the Popifh opinion took 
place among them of Infantsdamnation if they were not baptized, and the 
giving the grace of God by baptilm, and taking away original fin by it. At 
which time alſo they gave Infants the Lords Supper, gave them Honey and 
Milk, ſigned them with the Crois, invented God-fathers and God-mothers 
to ſuppiy the defect of their own confelsion of faith, and many more corrup- 
tions were uſed by them, as Matter fobn Sprint in his book of Cnoformity, 
hath proved at large, pag. 85. . whereby it may appear that this realon of 
Milter Baxter may be made as well for many Pepiſh and Piclatical corrupti- 
ons which have been reformed, and is indeed nothing elſe but the Popir Pen, 
that the ancient fathers mingled water and wine in the Bucharift, ufed the 


za of the Crofs; Cc. Therefore it is bit to continues them, And was nos 
tuas 


! 


0 


this the plea of the Bithop of Recheſter, P body, and others for the receiving 
the Lords Supper knecling, becau e in each century they could produce fome 
te ſti monics for that practice. I wonder that Mafter B. after his non- conſor- 
mity, taking the ſolemn covenant, bis ſeeming ⁊cal for teſotmaticn of Popi 
and Prelatical ceremonies and abuſes, fhould yet to the people of Bewdly al. 
ledge this ſtale ftinking plea for his practice of Infant baptilm, and oppoſing 


believers baptifm, which would made the reformation fo proficd by him, 


had not God leſt him, for his intempet: al againft the truth, to a benum. 
med confeience, and blinded mind Luc it is not in this onely, but in many 
things more that Mafter B. writes and (peaks without circumſpect ion what 
will follow on his ſpeeches, and how well what hefayes in one place will 
ayece with what he faith in another: and his cxpofitions of {cripcure and te- 
nents will ſtand with other {criptures and truths which he cannot deny. 


It is no curfe now that Infants are not viſchle Churcb- members, as Mafler 
B. fugaeitr. 


1 E addes, Seventhly, If this were a bleffing under the Law to have In- 

fants Church. members ,it is very unlikely that the Oel fhould bring {uch 
a curfe with it as to keep them out Church, 

An(w. The great bleſſing is to have them in the invifible Church, and that 
the Goſpel continues {till as much as under the Law: the want of yifible 
Church-memberfhip ia the Chriflian Church is no cutſe, nor dep ixes them of 
any reabbencht, which they have not without baptiſm and imagined yiftble 


Church-memberflip. 


Let Mifter B produce, if he can, one real benefit an Infant hath not wichout 


baptiim ; I have produced areal hurt, and that very pernicious, even deadly 
umption of their Chriſtlanity which they have by it. The covenant of the 
was made with the houſe of !/rac?, ot whole people and nation of I frael, 
ond fo tookin Infants, fervants, c. with the men of years, and free, the 
promiles were of peace, (ufety, plenty, greatnefs in the Land of Canan. The 
Golpel now promifeth che Spirit, and fpiritual bleflings with as 
it is no curfe but a bleſſing that we under che Golpel are deprived of that bleſ- 
fing which was under the Law, fo as to have no certain Land allotted by pro- 
mile, nor to have outward prolperity in it, fo itis no curſe but rather a bleſ- 
fing that the Church now is not national, not tied to one Nation, and there- 
fore hath not Infants in it, but it confilts of the believersin all nations, it be- 
ing the counfel of God to gather his Church by Spiritual regeneration , and 
not natural generation, and to take in none but thoſe who know and own his 


Son Jelus Chrift. 
Did Miſter B. underftand this counſel of God, which is indeed one of the 


Articies of our Chriftian fsich, when we fay we believe the Catholique | 


Church, he would have utcerly difelei.ned this reafon , which bath in the 
Belly of it the cih crrour,or Herche ds ifthe Church of the Mcfliah mult be 
like the common wealth of Igel, containing whoe nations, and isthe wry 
in ſet to the great cocrupsion of the Chrifti.n Ciucch, and a main piilar of 
the Papa! Monarchy. ine SECT. X. 
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4 | SECT. Rico] 


The of Antipæ doboptiſta to dévifion and change of nien is no good 
beajon for Mafter Baxters practice. 
Ightly, faith Maſter B. We fee by fad experience that they thst are thus 
minded are very ready to fall from one opinion to another, and divide from 
the —— of God. I am ſure the Lord Feſus was very tender of the union of 
Anſw. This reaſon is the felffamereafon whichthe Papiftshave often al- 
ledged againſt the reformation of Lurber, that it was not from. God. beca uſe of 
the many opinions and Sects the Fyoteſtant / tell into; the union of the Pa- 
piſta, and their conftancy in their opinions are made by Bellarmin and others, 
notes of their Church: yea this was areafon of old, uſed againſt Chriftian te- 
ligion in the primitive times, that Chriftians fell into evil and various opi- 
nions and too many Sects. , | 
The anſwer ftill hath been, that thit hat h been incident to the Schools of 
Fewifh Rabbins, Gentile Philoſophers, Popiſh Doctors, and all forts of Tea- 
chers, that the caufe of it is the variety of capacitics ; humors and ſpitits in 
men, the working of Satan,and other ſuch like cauſes, but is not to be impu- 
ted to the nature of che opinion or tenct, which gives no colour or countenance 


at all to it and therefore is ill and very perverfly uſed by Me. B. and other Pæ - 


dobaptiſts to foreſtal mens mindes that they ſhould noc exumine the truth, 
and to make them ftop their eats to thoſe who would inform them, which is 
contrary to the tule, 1 Theſ.5. 21. And this I fear not to tell Mafter B. is a great 
wickedneſꝭ in him, & thews his pretences of love of the truth to be but hy pocri- 
tical diſſembling, having been deſired afore any difpute began in publick, or 
any writing publifhed, that we might have a fair debate in writing, as my Lee 
ters publifhed thew, which he declined, and took the moft injurious courſe 
that a man could take in the diſpute at Bewdly, Fatuary 1. 1649. and in the 
publiſhing his book <i Baptifm, in a moft unbrotherly abufive way to foteſtall 
mensmindes , and thereby hath kindled a fire not onely in Bewdly, but alſo 
in many parts of the Land, as much asin him lies, practiſing both the ſup- 
preGing of the truth, and thofe that diſlent from him, and thereby thewing 
himſell an enemy to peace whilehe craftily pretends his deſire of ft. But to 

dy to his reafon, he faith, They that are againſt Infant bap- 
tifm ſal from one opinion to anosher, and divide from the Church of God 0 
which 1 reply, | 


And are not Pedobaptifis the fame ? Are none of them Antinomians, Ar- 
Socinizns, Quakers, Familifts? Yea axe not molt of  thele opini- 
s (uch as ate Adverfaries to us, and to our opinion and practice of baptiſm? 
it known by his books to what Mafter Fehn G vol win the opplauder of Matter 
ev, and pleader for Infant baptiſm, with new phraicstto finews, fs fallen - 


«Mahe Blake, Doctor Owen, that nothing of Mafter Crandon, Ma 


Eyre, 
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Dyre, and others tell what opinions Maſter B. himſelf is fallen to, Miſter B. 
who is charged (not by me ) with Popery, Socinignifm , Atminianiſm, 
had he any lenſe of his own infirmity ſhould be {paring in obje@ing ſuch 

things as theſe to others. Could he have charged me or the Churches at 
Be waly, Lemſter, ( that] omit mahyothet in London and elfewhere } with 

: thefe things he had {aid fomething to bring credit to his calumny 3 but to 

fay ax when his: very, Proſelytes could tellctiim that he belied 

_ thofe in chat very place, and their conſtancy iu oppoſing Quakers, Armin 

ans, and other errours well known to his hearers proved him falſe, thews his 
mind to caluminate boldly, and under a pretence of zeal for God to caft 
broad fire- brands. The like may be ſaid concerning dividing from the Charch 

They are as prone to divide who are for Enfant baptiſm as they that are 2. 
gaint it, there being hot ſpirited men in all Companies, who are averſe from 
peace; and ſuch (if we may judge by his practices rather then by his words) 

Matter B. appears to be, who long ſince aceuled me asa Sect- na ſter, and ſaid 

de would have nothing to do aich me, when I uſed ali the wayes I could with 

preferving truth and doing my duty ta hold amity wich him, yea and all che 
godly in the Land in the work of Chriſt: And hat they of Be have done 
tor union and peace fake, is well know to the godly there that dither from chem, 

eren then when I was debarred ſrom Preaching thete, and ſince, notwith- 1 

ſtand ing the invectives againſt us in Pulpits, the moſt untesſonable and iu- ye 

deed Schiſmatical endeavouts to tend theit members from them after they had 1 

been baptized and joyned to the Church undet baptiim, when thete was no 

Church orderly formed or Paſlour beſides, except they would have aſſuciated 

witb che common multitude of the Patiſh undet one as their Paſtour, whom 

te of che godly ate willing to on a8 theit Paltour. Chriſt is indeed tender 
of the union of his Church, and as tender (or rathet more) of the truth he 
aclivered. 

1 have alwayes endeavoured union with truth. I can fay, though 
not of all, yet of many Padobsptijts,and particularly Milter B. chat by their 
practices in Palpiis and other means they ate great enemies to the union of the 

Church of God by che ir unſuſt accufations and other means neceffizating us 

ro reform our ſel ves aparty who wouldgladly (as I have alwaycs protelted, 

und did endeavour with the Aficobly at Wejlmiaffer ). have reſormation 
without ſepatation, end still joyn in promoting Chriſts work with thoſe 

wholeopinion and practice I am bound in conſcience to oppoſe: but when 1 

endeavourit I find ſubtile practices uſed in them, who make ſpecious pre- 


N nc zeal for God to undermine me, and che good work 1 and others 
har 1 of my felfand the Churches at Lemſter and Bewdly , appears 


true the Chucch at under Penniard, as Miſter Fobn Skynner: book 
Correded fhews, This cealonof Maſter Buxters is ſo fac 
ſcom being a ccafon to jultibe his practice that it might have nore juſtly 

cadted hi ai to have ſulpected it, it being amartibce of Saran to raile ¢rrours ! 

and divilions among them that hold ihe tcuth, as he did among Chriftians 
in the Apolties daycs, to affiight mea from it. Nea, I doubt not but Miter 
. bath cauſe to be humbled b. ore God for his calumny in this realon, hye 
Jig 
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ing C We fee by fad experience shar they that are thus minded are * to fall’ 
one opinion to anotber (meaning to the worfe ) and to divide from the 
Church of God } which intimates as if his Auditors faw it by fad experience, 


reaſon of his practice, which can onely prove men corrupt, not their Tenets 
falfty nor is any rufé of Gods making whereby to diſtern good er evil, but 
onely a reafon to make us wife in examining What is produced by Mafter B. 36 
well a3 others; 18 withourreafon. But Mafter B. goes on. 


* 


CT. XI. 


~ 4 


“The multitude of Infant baprifts és Popith, me goed reefom for Majler 


Baxters practice. 


N There ts no comparative number of Peip'e that to bar Infants - 


from being members of thewifible Church to tho ſe that do bold ſor it, and 

J think-we are as Learned and as Fudicious a they, and therefore tt és likely 
we are not miffaken., 

Anfw. Hath Milter B. counted them that he cn tell? Doth Miſter B. 

think this a fic res ſon to tell the people out of the Pulpit ? Solomon \aith, et 

anotber praiſe thee, and not thine oN lips. Comparifons we ſay are odious; 

{pecially uch as tend tofelf-exalting. Doth Mafter B. think this ſit to eſta- 


bliſn mens conſcience ? Or is not this o plea more like a Papiſte, who uſual- 


ly boaſt of their multitude, and make that'their plea for them againſt Pro- 
reftants. Might not they fay in the beginning of the reformation in the days of 
There is g comparative number of People that refule to go to Mals to 
thofe that hold for it, and we think we are as Learned and Judicious as the 
Preteſtant-, and therefore it is likely we are not miſtaken. If this reafon be 
good in Mafter B. why is it not in Papifis ? If ic be naught, why does 
Mafter B. renew the ſtale ſtinking reafons of the Papifts, and thruft (uch as 
chefe upon the fouls of the people of Bey, which if réteived would bring 
them back to Prelaticaſ end Popiſh abuſes which they have left ? Doth Mattee 
B. thint ic ripbt that Doctrines ſnould he determined by moſt of voyces, who 
hath told me he had framed realons aginft determining cuuſes pértaining to 
Ecclefiaftical difcipline by plurality ot voyces Doth not Maſter B. know 


that in reformations and dilcoveries of truth there is perhaps not above one to 


fea multitude, one Elijah see 400. falſe Prophets 3 one Fobn Buptift, 

againit multitudes of Scribes and Phariſces, one Walius, one Wickleffe, one 

Hur, one Luther,” agsinſt multivades of Popiſh Doct ots and Prelarcs. The 
Council of Nice thought it meet to yield to one Papbuntiur, and (ure «if one 
man bring Gods word, its fit he ſnould be heard and his meflage received. Is it 
not Gods way by one Noah to rebuke the whole world ? and why it ſhould 
not then be taken to be Gods way (ho hath the fulnefs of the Spirit, and 
is free in his wo kings) todifcover „ not. Let Ma- 
2 iter 


when by comfortable experience they faw the contrary 5 and to make this a! 
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withitanding che 


© Article of che Church of Englind that General Councils may and dave erred 


by him, but I muſt proſeſs I cannot yet ſind the man. Mafter Cobbet of New 


be re 


ſter & pasdon me; if my Spirit 
Rop mens 8gainſt the word of God and all reformation. Should Ma- 
ſter B. himmſelſ ha his tenets about ibe covenant, juſtihcation and juſtiſying 
faich, the Learned and Judicious (28 they, arg 
140 chat Mafter Ganaker did condemn his of, the Lawtul- 
gels of Lufory Lote, of julti by Chritts ience onely » 
ion of fo many Learned men, and of the Afenbiy 
Weft minfter. It would go hard with Preſbyterians or Independents if their 
tenets’ wert to be decided by Piurality of voices of thoſe that are, much more of 
thofe Who ure onely reputed Learned and Judicfous. Yea, what an uncertain 


rule is this to go by? Whois fit to ſet down who are Learned and Judici- 


ous? Sure he mult be one Learned and judicious himſelf, and it is likely he 
that is fo will have ſo much modefty at co wave the title, or to take on him to 
aſſign who ase Learned and Judiciow$) . 
I be fliould, is any man bound to ſtand to che determination of ſuch a ju- 
ry ? Are we not bound to maintain out Chriſtian — — the truly 
do called liberty of conſcience, not to ho ſet vanta ta men i but to xeject 
27 2 when it is urged without Gods.word ? Is not the Scrip: 
rule af our faich and practice? Aad may we leave it to reft on Learned and 
Judicious mens dictates ? Is not this to heatken to men tather then God 2 If 
it be (aid; its licely the truth of the Scripeure ſnould be beſt difcerned by abem: 
I anſ ver, it is true, vhen they do ftudioufly,pioy ily. fearch 
“for its But when they are pre-ingaged, pre-poflified, wich prejadigey ear, 
vours, hopes, who knowes not that learned and judiciousmens dettiminati- 
ons are as liable to exceptions as other mens, and an 
Innumerable inſtances given in this kig the $ déter- 
minations of Synods, — hain. 


s, , Parliaments,’ in the 21. 


ia things pertaining unto G; yea ſome Papifts have been ſo iagenuous as to 
conſeſs it, though the Peper Paraſites the rſaites will have them unert ing 
which he confirm. Why ſhould then Maſter B. give ſuch a reaſon as this to 
the pet ple of Bewdly, which tends to draw them off from ſticking to the Sctip- 
ture, that they teſt on mens ſayings, & to introduce ſlavery oſ their conſciencei: 
Me tiu us Mafter B. if he had any tegard to truth ſhould diſelaim this reaſon. 
‘He ſpeaks oi himſeli and others as learned and judictous — could be 
name une oſ them not (wayed with prejudice, and other partial teſects, who 
did kumbly, induſtrioaſly, piouſiy, ſearch for the finding out oi the point in 
¶ Aifſßerence between me and my Antsgoniſts, I ſhould hope I might be guided 


Bag! ind was 23 likely it ſcems as any in that Nlantation ta be the man. Ma- 
ſter Cottons Letter told meche was cholen, to conſider my Examen. ſent 
theat, thac his Epiſtle thews pec judite, hat his bock thews weekncs,,.. 
flightne(s may appear by trading it Wich my Animadver 4. 1 
ker, him with my Arguments in my tation, I defired 0 
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fen Tofant ich the: beginning of bis book again Doctor 
ward be ee weak 86 other mens, yet be: ſubſcribed to the tion of 


Mater Rusberford is another taken for learned and judictous,yet as in many 
„ reſpectt I have reaſon to him with an ovrly und flight handling 
of Tofent baptiſm in his book of she Coveaam, Pott. 1. chap. 13 
. ſo particularly, that he pronounceth the Difpute about the beline{s, 1 
or. 7.14. 40 end wow, as being learnedly and folidly vinditased by Mafler 
withoutany teply to what I nſwered in tho firſi part of Review to all 
that Maſter B. on that point, in wilich I um ſure ( have exami- 
ned it beitet Maſter — — — — nor 
* ingenulty, but ſome Sopuiſti querkgiot wir, with a Satyrical Rhe- 
— And how little reafon Bewdly men have to 
reft on Mafter Bauer as-learned-and judicious, béfides. the: prejudice he con- 
feffed in his Letter to me, he had his miftakes in other dc oppeurꝭ from 
ture he alledgerh and my eniwers in the points 
in altkerense us univerſally, aud other things manifefted in 
my writings already Printed and to be publithed. bie lth 
| I tave faid the more of this renſon, becauſe it is the opinion concerning Mr. 
1B. and ſuch a ate by that given out to be learned and judicious » which 
holds mea in tho practice of Palobaptiſm more then evidence out of Scri- 
| prureyias is demonſtrable from their ſpeec hes, and negligence in reading any 
an{werto Mafter B. but boaſting of him as anſwerable, whence (that I may 
ulſe Malter Bs, own phrafe ) they betray the fouls by their lazincls, 


— 


piftle to Mafter B. concei sived of me injurioufly afore. hé had tead 
N 


; ah Head ſbip over the vifible Church, is no good reafon for Mafler B:xters 
pradtlce. 
Sie 


Here is yepone more reafon, thus expreſſed ; Laftly, If an Infant was 
bead of the Church, then an Infant may be a member of the Church, and 
by denying bis I fear, left it will be denied shat Chrijt in bis Inſancie was the 
bead of the Church. 
Anſw. This is anſwered more largely in my anſwer to his laſt letter: I 
ind notChrift termed the head of any Church but the invifible in Scripture & 
it is granted that Infants are members of this Church, if elect and regenerate 3 
Ideny not that in ſome teſpect he is head of the vifible Church, though not 
by chat union which the term ( Head J imports, but yet in reſpect of go~ | 
vernment and guidance: But {ured know not how asman (in teſpect 
of whichonely he was vifible ) could be in Infancy termed the vifible head of 
the viſible Church in refpe& of government and guidance. I know not any 
more viſible act of his government and guidance in his Infancy after his birth 
then was before his birth when he was not vifble; I acknowledge him to 
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ceafon to conctive were rightly taken, as for other cauſes, ſo for this plfo, 
theſe ſhould ſatisſie either the people of Bewdly who have any regard to the 


bave been in Infancy a vifible member of the Church -fewifh , aud circum- 
cifed, preſented in the Temple, but I do not yet difcern how it.istrue that 
Chr iſt mas the viſible head ot the Church viſible, either or Chriftian 

Thefe were the reafons of Mafter B. at Bewdly for his practice, which } 


in that they art many of them the lame with thoſe he delivers ¢!fewbore.. Thas 


truth or theic own fouls, or any other underftanding perfon I do not imagine, 
when even aſtet Baxter hi mieli in bis book of baptifm;. pag. 299. J 
the inſt uus on and cusry ex bupt iſm sbrougb all tbe Babe, 
grace is prane quiſise as a condition. If they da, and men will hide their eyes 
trom the plain Sctipture which doth ſet down Cbriſts inſtitotion and the A- 
ſtles practice of bapt iim, and ate teſolved not to read what I have written 
which I am ſure the people of Bewdly are as much bound to read as Maſter 
B.) in anſpet to him, the Lord ill ia time convince them of their unſound- 
neſs in not loving the uuth held ſoti to them, and will judge them for their 
giving that. regard they owe onely to Qhriſt the great Prophet ol the Church, 


to aman whole ercours they might diſcern, it they were willing, from which 


the Lord deliver them. pet Onn: 
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The Contents. 


SS r. I. 
It is granted Chriſt is all, and in all Infants Flect and Re- 
generate. 
SRC r. II. 
It is denied that a Parents act of profeſsing or devoting ws 


talen for the childes act, as to Baptiſm; and Mafter 
Baxters rea/ans are anſwered. 


Chrifts admiſſion of little children ta him for his bleſſing, 
ts no rea ſon they [hould be brought to Maſter Baxter, or he 
admit them to b; baptized. 


er. LV. 
Chrifts [peech, Matth. 23. 37. is no reaſon for gathering 


Infants as vifible Church. members to Chriſt by Baptifm.. 


er. V. 
Rom. 11. 23526. 16, 32. Col. 3. 11. Deld no reafon 
Fer Infants vifible Church inemberſbip and Baptiſi. 


er. VI. 

Maſter Baxter hath never get fhewed an Ordinance for In- 
fants vifible . erſbip, and therefore hath no 
reaſon for his conceit for want of my ſbewing a repeal. 


Secr, VII. 
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be if viſible Chines 4 
reafon of Maſter Baxters c. 
8 EB V 11 I. 
The of the Saints and Churches in the ages 
1 10 ſafe way nor ler for Bs 
practice. 1 
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no nocur| ¢ now that Infants are not vifible Church. mem- 


The 3 of Antipædobaptiſts to diviſion and change 
14 opinion, no good for Baxters pre- 
| 


XI. 

2 rhe multitude of Infant Baptifts is a Popith, no good | rea- 

Chris over the viſible Church, yeafon 
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